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Most  persons  who  have  at  all  attended  to  Egyptian  anti- 
quities will  remember  with  interest  how  slight  an  accident  it 
was  which  led  Belzoni  to  his  grand  discovery  of  the  tomb  of 
Seti  I.,  the  father  of  Rameses  the  Great.  In  the  wild  desert- 
valley  of  Biban  el  Malouk,  the  bareness  of  which  contrasts  so 
strangely  with  the  green  plain  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Assassif  when  in  crossing  by  the  mountain  path  one  secs 
from  the  top  both  sides  at  once,  at  the  foot  of  one  of  those 
lateral  ridges  in  which  are  many  of  the  kings’  tombs,  he 
noticed  a slight  depression  of  the  sand,  as  if  the  rains,  which 
even  in  the  Thebaid  fall  in  some  years,  had  there  soaked 
through  to  some  cavity.  So  he  dug,  and  came  first  upon  a 
descending  gallery  ; and  then,  after  trying  the  rock  at  which 
it  seemed  to  end  and  which  sounded  hollow,  he  broke  his  way 
through  it,  and  found  himself  in  the  most  perfect  and  the  most 
magnificent  of  all  the  royal  tombs  — one  unentered  by 
Greek  visitors  under  the  Ptolemies,  and  connected  with 
reigns  of  the  highest  historical  interest  (for  Seti  I.  and  his 
son  Rameses  II.  are  the  chief  elements  of  the  Sesostris  of 
Herodotus  and  Diodorus) — the  gorgeous  paintings  of  which, 
partly  historical  and  partly  relating  to  the  dead,  preserved 
intact  in  all  the  freshness  of  their  colours,  have  been  the 
source  of  the  most  striking  of  those  facsimiles  of  Egyptian 
sepulchral  paintings  which  are  now  to  be  seen  in  the  museums 
of  Europe. 

The  present  writer  cannot  promise  to  conduct  his  readers 
to  discoveries  so  interesting  at  once  to  the  eye  and  to  the 
imagination  as  that  of  the  tomb  of  a Sesostris  ; but  his  work 
originated  in  an  accidental  observation  of  something  as 
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simple  in  its  way  as  that  depression  in  the  sand  which  was 
remarked  by  Belzoni.  It  was — only  in  an  intellectual  in- 
stead of  a material  sense  — as  if  one  had  been  standing  on 
the  beaten  track  of  Egyptian  history,  and  had  spied  on  the 
path  itself,  where  every  passer-by  should  have  seen  it  or 
trodden  upon  it,  a key  to  the  entrance  of  some  conspicuous 
but  unexplored  monument,  thrown,  as  if  on  purpose,  above 
2000  years  ago  at  the  very  threshold  of  the  door  it  was  to 
open.  And  this  key  having  been  picked  up  and  used,  the  first 
chamber  into  which  it  gave  admittance  led  to  a second,  and 
the  second  to  a third,  and  this  again  to  others,  till  at  length 
there  were  six  in  all.  And  as  the  reader  will  have  himself  to 
enter  each  of  these  in  turn  he  will  be  better  able  to  under- 
stand and  to  judge  of  what  he  finds  in  them  when  he  has 
previously  been  made  acquainted  with  that  hint  from  which 
each  of  the  six  reconstructions  or  explanations  of  as  many 
Egyptian  Chronicles  has  been  successively  obtained. 

But  first  it  may  be  proper  to  enter  into  some  preliminary 
details,  explaining  how  a remark  which  might  have  been 
made  equally  at  Oxford,  or  at  Rome,  or  wherever  else  one 
chanced  to  light  upon  the  text  which  suggested  it,  and 
which  might  have  been  equally  followed  out  to  its  con- 
sequences by  any  classical  scholar,  however  ignorant  of 
Egyptian  antiquities,  came  to  be  made  in  a boat  on  the  Nile, 
so  that  the  author  while  pursuing  afterwards  his  discovery  to 
its  consequences  was  not  under  the  disadvantage  of  being 
totally  unacquainted  with  Egypt  and  its  monuments,  but  had 
laid  in  the  country  itself  a foundation  to  which  it  was  easy 
to  add  from  published  works  and  from  an  inspection  of  the 
chief  museums  of  Europe.  At  the  same  time  the  narrative 
now  to  be  given  will  sufficiently  account  for  all  those  short- 
comings which  will  no  doubt  be  detected  by  competent 
judges  in  what  may  be  said  on  points  of  detail  respecting 
the  monuments  and  the  results  hitherto  obtained  from  their 
study. 

Having  been  advised  to  winter  in  some  southern  climate, 
the  author  went  in  the  autumn  of  1853  to  Egypt,  rather  than 
to  any  other  country,  and  to  Cairo,  not  with  any  idea  of  study- 
ing antiquities  or  of  making  the  usual  voyage  up  the  Nile,  but 
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in  quest  of  a Greek  MS.  of  the  17th  century  containing  an 
account  of  the  deposition  of  the  Russian  Patriarch  Nicon,  in 
which  the  writer  of  the  MS.,  Paisius  Ligarides,  an  ex-arch- 
bishop of  Gaza,  and  originally  an  ex-pupil  of  the  Propaganda, 
had  acted  a chief  part.  For  some  years  previously  the 
author  had  been  collecting  materials  for  a life  of  that  great 
man,  to  whose  memory  justice  has  never  yet  been  done. 
From  his  fall  an  uncanonicnl  Supremacy,  as  it  may  well 
be  called,  though  it  has  never  yet  touched  the  details  of 
doctrine  or  ritual,  has  attached  to  the  Autocrats  of  Russia; 
and  as  the  Patriarchs  and  Bishops  of  the  East  either  assisted 
personally  in  the  mixed  council  which  degraded  Nicon,  or 
assented  by  their  silence,  it  may  seem  that  from  that  time 
the  claim  of  spiritual  independence,  long  before  damaged  at 
Constantinople  by  the  Greek  Emperors  and  the  Sultans,  was 
surrendered  for  the  whole  Greek  and  Slavonian  Church. 
Whatever  may  be  the  lesson  which  a well-instructed  piety 
ought  to  draw  from  this  fact,  the  history  of  that  crisis  within 
the  Russian  empire  is  one  in  itself  of  the  highest  and  most 
dramatic  interest.  And  the  personal  character  of  Nicon 
loses  nothing  by  comparison  with  those  of  the  great  cham- 
pions of  the  Western  Church,  such  as  St.  Thomas  of  Can- 
terbury and  Pope  Gregory  VII.  To  call  him  a saint  indeed 
would  in  Russia  be  offensive  to  the  sectaries  (the  Staro- 
obratzi),  who  hated  him  for  his  enlightenment ; and  to  for- 
malists, who  might  object  that  he  was  condemned  by  a 
mixed  Synod,  and  with  the  assent  of  the  whole  “ Eastern- 
Catholic  ” Church,  so  that  his  enemies  could  not  even  ima- 
gine for  him  any  other  resource  than  that  of  appealing  to 
the  elder  Rome ; and  most  of  all  it  would  be  offensive  to  the 
flatterers  of  the  civil  power,  and  to  the  power  itself,  which  has 
never  yet  acknowledged  its  sin;  while  in  the  West,  though 
the  existence  of  sanctity  in  spite  of  outward  separation  is 
admitted  to  be  possible,  it  would  be  Scandalous  and  improper 
for  private  persons  to  call  any  man  a saint  who  lived  and 
died  in  separation  from  Rome.  But,  though  Nicon  be  thus 
cast  out  both  by  the  Greeks  and  by  the  Latins  (and  neces- 
sarily by  private  persons  of  the  latter),  it  is  permissible  to 
observe  that  according  to  records  of  him  preserved  among 
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his  enemies,  but  neither  noticed  nor  understood,  he  was 
called  by  an  angel  a “ holy  man  of  God,”  and  was  named 
in  a dream  by  Christ  himself  to  a widow  woman  sent  to 
succour  him  as  “ my  servant  Nicon.”  But  if  the  testimony 
of  two  such  witnesses  be  true,  the  first  question,  whether  for 
the  Greek  or  for  the  Catholic,  will  be  not  as  to  the  need  of 
any  form  of  canonisation,  but  as  to  the  credibility  of  the 
Russian  narrative  in  which  these  things  are  stated. 

We  are  now  far  enough  from  Egyptian  antiquities;  but 
this  was  the  subject  on  which  the  author  was  employed,  and 
on  account  of  which  he  went  to  Egypt.  And  if  health  and 
time  allowed,  his  intention  was,  after  translating  the  MS.  of 
Paisius,  to  go  on  to  J erusalem  to  re-examine  there  with  more 
attention  than  before  certain  details,  with  a view  to  an  “His- 
torical account  of  the  Question  of  the  Holy  Places,”  which 
he  had  in  great  part  written  since  the  French  in  1850 
opened  and  reopened  that  difference  with  a hope  in  which 
they  succeeded  only  too  well.  As  it  was,  though  he  com- 
pleted in  the  spring  of  1854  his  local  researches  at  Jeru- 
salem, the  war  having  already  broken  out  put  an  end  to 
that  public  interest  which  had  been  attracted  to  the  question 
out  of  which  it  originated.  But  to  return  to  Egypt : — 

On  arriving  at  Cairo  it  was  discovered  that  the  MS.  in  quest 
of  which  the  author  came  had  not  long  before  been  sent  to 
Russia  to  M.  Mouravieff,  whose  History  of  the  Russian 
Church,  translated  into  English  by  Mr.  Blackmore,  had 
been  edited  by  the  author.  M.  Mouravieff  had  desired  to 
obtain  a transcript  of  the  MS.  for  his  own  use;  but  the 
Greek  Patriarch,  after  one  out  of  its  three  divisions  had 
been  transcribed,  finding  the  transcript  to  be  disfigured  by 
frequent  errors,  and  the  original  to  be  difficult  to  read,  and 
having  a Bishop  then  going  to  Russia  for  alms,  sent  the 
original  itself,  to  be  kept  as  long  as  needed  for  use,  and  then 
returned.  Thus  the  author  found  only  the  transcript  of  the 
First  Book,  which  the  Patriarch  readily  gave  him  to  trans- 
late, regretting  that  he  could  only  promise  the  rest  whenever 
it  was  returned,  if  he  thought  it  worth  coming  for  again,  and 
if  he  had  not  seen  it  in  the  mean  time  in  passing  through 
Russia.  For  if  the  war  had  not  broken  out  it  had  been  part 
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of  a former  plan  to  go  from  Syria  to  Mosul,  and  through 
Georgia  and  the  Caucasus  to  the  Volga,  and  so  up  to 
Moscow  and  to  St.  Petersburg;  and  the  late  Prince  Wo- 
ronzoff  two  years  before  in  the  Crimea  had  promised  to 
facilitate  that  journey.  But  as  things  turned  out,  after  two 
or  three  months  spent  at  Cairo  partly  in  translating,  and 
partly  in  a tedious  confinement  from  the  gout,  early  in  1854 
an  American  stranger  introducing  himself  to  the  author 
invited  him  to  join  in  a short  voyage  up  the  Nile,  all  the 
preparations  for  which  were  already  made,  but  there  was 
still  room  for  a fourth  person.  This  proposal  having  been 
accepted,  and  only  just  before  embarking,  one  of  the  party, 
as  he  was  seeking  very  different  commodities,  found  by 
chance  in  the  same  shop  and  purchased  a thin  quarto  on 
Egypt  by  an  American  named  Gliddon,  a publication  of 
little  value,  but  containing  two  things  which  Murray’s  hand- 
book does  not.  The  first  of  these  was  a translation  of  that 
short  document  (preserved  by  Syncellus)  which  is  called  the 
Old  Egyptian  Chronicle,  and  which  is  the  subject  of  Chap- 
ter I.  of  this  work.  The  other  was  a page  exhibiting  the 
hieroglyphical  signs  used  like  letters  or  syllables  in  such 
words  and  names  as  are  written  phonetically.  Sir  Gardner 
Wilkinson  in  Murray’s  handbook  had  given  a useful  series 
of  the  hieroglyphical  names  of  the  Egyptian  kings,  so  far  as 
their  order  seemed  to  him  to  have  been  made  out.  On 
comparing  these  with  the  hieroglyphical  alphabet  in  Glid- 
don’s  publication,  it  appeared  that  nothing  could  be  easier 
than  to  recognise  and  to  spell  by  their  help  the  personal 
names  of  kings.  And  this  was  quite  enough  to  give  great 
interest  even  to  a cursory  inspection  of  the  ruins  on  the 
banks  of  the  river,  as  it  would  enable  one  to  see  in  each  case 
what  were  the  latest  names  on  the  outermost  portions  added 
to  any  temple,  or  on  other  parts  rebuilt,  and  what  the  earlier 
as  one  advanced  inwards  towards  the  original  nucleus  or 
sanctuary,  and  so  to  form  some  idea  as  to  the  monumental 
traces  left  both  by  dynasties  and  by  individual  kings. 

One  other  piece  of  good  fortune  there  was  of  the  most 
trivial  kind,  without  which  the  writer  might  have  gone  up 
to  the  first  Cataract  and  down  again  to  Cairo  almost  without 
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setting  foot  out  of  the  boat  This  was  his  having  taken  with 
him  by  chance,  and  without  any  thought  of  wanting  them  again 
so  soon,  a pair  of  list  shoes.  But  only  two  or  three  days 
after  embarking  the  gout  returned,  and  it  was  not  till 
reaching  Assouan  that  he  was  able  to  go  on  shore,  nor  till 
some  time  after  returning  to  Cairo  that  he  could  wear  a 
common  shoe.  But  beginning  from  Assouan,  by  the  help  of 
a list  shoe  tied  from  the  heel  over  the  instep,  and  of  such 
donkeys  as  the  villages  afforded,  he  was  enabled  to  visit 
most  of  those  ruins  and  tombs  which  were  seen  by  his  com- 
panions. So  the  Russian  Patriarch  Nicon,  an  American 
stranger,  Mr.  Gliddon’s  reproduction  of  the  Old  Chronicle 
and  his  hieroglyphical  alphabet,  and  a list  shoe,  were  to- 
gether the  fingers  as  it  were  of  a hand  which  took  the  author 
from  his  previous  occupation,  and  put  him  upon  a work 
totally  different,  for  which  he  had  not  before  felt  the 
slightest  inclination,  and  which  was  about  the  last  that  he 
would  have  thought  himself  either  fit  or  likely  to  undertake. 

Any  general  description  or  narrative  such  as  belongs  to  a 
volume  of  travels  would  here  be  out  of  place ; and  most 
readers  are  already  familiar  with  those  peculiarities  of 
climate  and  scenery  which  make  the  charm  of  a winter  in 
Egypt.  But  some  features  more  or  less  connected  with  the 
subject  of  this  volume  may  be  rapidly  glanced  at.  It  is 
interesting  then  to  be  met  at  once  at  Alexandria  by  the  con- 
spicuous column  of  Diocletian  (misnamed  Poinpey’s  pillar), 
reminding  one  that  to  the  era  of  his  accession,  which  may  be 
taken  also  to  mark  the  last  persecution  and  the  triumph  of 
Christianity,  all  the  later  chronology  and  history  of  Egypt 
and  of  the  Coptic  and  Abyssinian  Churches  is  attached.  The 
sites  of  Naucratis  and  Sais,  which  are  passed  in  going  from 
Alexandria  to  the  Nile  by  the  Mahmoudieh  Canal,  carry 
one  back  in  thought  to  the  seventh  century  before  Christ, 
when  the  Greeks  first  penetrated  into  Egypt  and  obtained 
an  emporium  on  the  Canopic  or  Western  branch  of  the  Nile, 
and  to  the  travels  of  Herodotus  two  centuries  later,  when 
he  saw  the  palace  of  the  kings  of  the  Saite  dynasty  and  their 
tombs  and  other  monuments  still  entire.  So  we  enter  Egypt 
at  the  present  day  nearly  by  the  same  route  with  the  Greeks. 
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Higher  up,  after  getting  upon  the  Nile,  when  one  first  comes 
in  view  of  the  desert  of  the  Libyan  hills,  the  colour  of  the 
sand  is  so  yellow  that  a shortsighted  person  might  imagine 
it  to  be  a tract  of  ripe  wheat.  Hereabouts,  in  the  lower 
part  of  the  steep  bank,  on  the  Libyan  side,  one  sees  in  places 
thin  strata,  as  streaks,  of  yellow  sand  alternating  with  black 
earth,  a peculiarity  which  takes  the  mind  back  to  those  very 
early  ages  when  the  river  and  the  desert  were  still  contend- 
ing for  the  surface  even  at  the  water’s  edge,  and  it  was  only 
in  some  seasons,  perhaps,  that  an  inundation  overspread  the 
banks  with  mud,  which  was  again  in  turn  covered  by  sand 
swept  over  it  by  the  wind.  Then,  without  dwelling  on  the 
first  distant  view  of  the  pyramids  of  Gizeh,  sometimes  called 
the  Granaries  of  Joseph,  as  the  canal  along  the  foot  of  the 
Libyan  hills  is  called  his  River  (and  these  works  really 
date  from  his  time),  or  the  noble  obelisk  of  Sesortasen  I. 
(invisible  from  the  river  but  within  a short  ride  to  the 
N.E.  from  Cairo,)  which  marks  the  site  of  the  Temple 
at  Heliopolis,  and  which  was  first  set  up  at  least  40  or  50 
years  before  Joseph  was  sold  into  Egypt,  — without  dwell- 
ing, again,  on  later  reminiscences  of  the  Assyrians  and 
the  Romans  connected  with  the  Egyptian  Babylon,  or  on 
traditions  of  the  Holy  Family  and  of  St.  Peter  and  St. 
Mark  connected  with  the  same  Babylon  and  with  the  Foun- 
tain of  Matarieh  on  the  Roman  road  near  Heliopolis, — or 
lastly  on  the  numerous  and  beautiful  mediajval  mosques  of 
Fostat  and  Cairo,  and  the  tombs  of  the  Mamelukes,  so  rich 
and  picturesque,  with  all  the  transitions  from  the  Roman 
and  Byzantine  to  the  Saracenic  and  Pointed  architecture, — 
without  dwelling  on  any  of  these  things,  but  confining  our- 
selves to  the  voyage  on  the  Nile,  let  us  recall  if  we  have  seen, 
or  paint  to  ourselves  from  description,  some  of  the  most 
striking  features  of  the  scenery;  the  broad  surface  of  the  river 
— the  black  steep  bank  — the  creaking  wheels  for  raising 
water  to  irrigate  the  lands  — the  narrow  flat  strip  covered 
with  growing  crops  above  the  bank  sometimes  of  a dark  blue- 
green  sometimes  of  a yellow-green — the  bare  stems  of  palms 
rising  from  this  strip,  some  upright  like  slender  shafts,  others 
slanting  in  different  ways,  and  all  with  the  green  tufts  at 
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their  heads  showing  as  against  a background  against  the  sky 
or  the  yellow  sand  of  the  desert  or  the  rock  rising  behind : 
then  the  frequent  mounds,  like  small  hills,  marking  the 
sites  of  ancient  towns,  and  often  still  occupied  by  modern 
villages  — each  village  on  its  mound  (which  during  the  in- 
undation becomes  an  island)  amid  a clump  of  palm-trees  full 
of  pigeons  — the  houses  and  walls  all  of  sunburnt-bricks  of 
black  earth  such  as  were  used  by  the  ancient  Egyptians  — 
the  doorways,  too,  slightly  converging  towards  the  top  as  in  all 
the  old  Egyptian  buildings  — their  roofs  not  flat  as  in  Syria, 
but  rising  into  a multitude  of  picturesque  turrets  which  are 
dovecotes  and  which  give  to  the  villages  a castellated  ap- 
pearance — the  contrast  in  places,  where  both  are  seen  to- 
gether, of  the  broad  expanse  of  the  river  and  treeless  flats  of 
the  most  vivid  green  in  islands  or  on  the  shores  with  some 
portion  of  the  yellow  sand  of  the  desert.  From  the  hill  and 
the  old  rock  tombs  above  Osiout,  formerly  Lycopolis  (and 
wolf  mummies  are  still  visible  in  the  tombs),  this  contrast 
is  heightened  by  a double  city,  that  of  Osiout  itself  at  one’s 
feet — one  of  the  chief  places  of  modern  Egypt,  with  its  port 
full  of  life,  connected  with  cultivated  tracts  on  the  shore  and 
in  an  island  beyond,  and  with  the  river  with  the  pictur- 
esque sails  of  the  vessels  (pointed  like  hares’  ears  crossing 
one  another)  upon  it — and  a little  to  the  left  the  mediaival 
and  modern  necropolis,  a perfect  town  of  Saracenic  tombs 
and  small  mosques  and  cupolas,  standing  apart  without  any 
sign  of  life  or  vegetation  near  it  in  the  midst  of  the  desert. 
Then  in  places  the  Libyan  and  Arabian  mountains  (some- 
times both,  but  oftener  only  the  Arabian)  approach  close  to 
the  bank,  and  narrow  the  course  of  the  river ; at  others  the 
river  widens  and  bends  so  as  to  resemble  a huge  lake : in 
some  places  again  it  is  divided  into  several  chauncls  and  half 
lost  between  extensive  islands.  When  the  Arabian  hill  comes 
near,  the  entrances  to  ancient  tombs  are  often  visible  to  the 
passing  boats  in  the  rock  above.  For  those  who  have  the  use 
of  their  feet  a walk  along  the  steep  bank  — by  no  means  to 
be  mounted  or  descended  at  every  point  — is  an  agreeable 
preparation  for  breakfast  in  the  early  morning  while  the 
Arab  crew  tow  the  boat  up  the  stream,  crying  out  to  keep 
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time  and  singing  as  they  haul.  On  the  deck  too,  and  in 
rowing,  they  are  not  sparing  of  their  songs.  Sometimes 
perhaps  a funeral  from  some  village  may  be  crossing  the 
river,  with  the  wailing  of  hired  mourners,  and  a car  drawn 
by  oxen  to  convey  the  dead  from  the  landing-place  to  the 
cemetery  on  the  opposite  bank ; so  that  the  modern  funeral 
bears  a close  resemblance  to  the  ancient,  the  greater  con- 
veniences offered  for  burials  by  the  more  desert  side  and  the 
hill-bank  having  perpetuated  the  custom  of  ferrying  the 
dead  across  the  water.  The  form  and  colours  also  of  the 
cattle  in  the  pastures,  the  innumerable  flocks  of  wild  geese 
on  the  river,  and  the  barley,  wheat,  and  dhourra  of  different 
heights  in  the  cultivated  tracts,  remind  one  constantly  of  the 
cattle  and  crops  sculptured  and  painted  in  the  tombs,  and  of 
the  geese  living  and  dead  which  make  so  great  a show  in  the 
same  sculptures  and  paintings,  that  they  quite  take  prece- 
dence of  the  kine  and  the  beef.  Buffaloes  in  the  fields  and 
negro  slaves  occur  on  the  monuments,  mixed  as  now  with 
handsome  cattle  of  the  Apis  form  and  breed,  and  with  the 
native  Egyptians ; but  now  one  sees  also  lines  of  camels  with 
their  packs  on  the  banks  of  the  river  and  in  the  city,  and 
in  the  cultivated  lands  crops  of  maize,  which  are  absent  from 
the  monuments. 

Any  one  of  the  larger  Egyptian  temples  which  is  tolerably 
preserved,  as  those  of  Dendernh  and  Edfou,  with  the  remains 
of  its  Bpofioi,  or  avenues  of  approach,  its  pylons  and  propy- 
hea,  its  hypatthral  courts,  its  inner  halls  of  columns,  and  its 
innermost  sanctuary,  the  original  nucleus  of  all,  is  suffi- 
ciently imposing.  But  those  of  Thebes,  on  both  banks  of 
the  river — viz.  the  great  ruins  of  Gourneh,  of  the  Kamcs- 
seum,  and  of  Medinet  Habou,  besides  the  vocal  colossus  of 
Memnon  and  its  fellow,  and  the  royal  and  private  tombs  on 
the  west  side,  and  the  ruins  of  Luxor,  and  above  all  those 
of  the  great  temple  of  Ammon  at  Karnak,  on  the  cast  side — 
are  absolutely  overwhelming  to  the  eye,  and  even  to  the 
imagination.  No  other  ruins  in  the  world  can  be  compared 
with  these ; and  it  is  utterly  inconceivable  that  such  build- 
ings and  such  a capital  should  have  been  seen  by  Herodotus 
still  complete,  and  passed  over  undescribed.  This  silence  alone 
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— even  if  there  were  no  other  concur  rent  indications — would 
be  sufficient  proof  that  the  parenthetical  notices  of  his 
having  ascended  the  Nile  to  Thebes,  and  even  to  Syene, 
were  inserted  late  in  life,  and  after  a second  visit  to  Egypt. 
But  the  mention  of  the  temple  of  Karnak  affords  a good 
opportunity  for  breaking  off  from  these  desultory  allusions 
and  reminiscences,  and  turning  to  that  which  properly  be- 
longs to  the  present  Introduction,  namely,  the  historical  in- 
struction to  be  obtained  from  a rapid  and  superficial  glance 
at  such  monuments  as  meet  the  eye  of  the  ordinary  tourist, 
or  such  as  any  one  who  has  been  in  Egypt  may  afterwards 
notice  with  more  attention  in  one  or  other  of  the  chief 
museums  of  Europe. 

To  generalise,  then,  from  the  author’s  own  experience,  it  is 
easy  to  observe  that  the  traces  left  by  different  Roman  em- 
perors become  gradually  more  numerous  and  more  important 
as  one  goes  back  from  the  Antonines  (their’s  are  the  latest 
hieroglyphical  names)  towards  the  time  of  Cleopatra,  a 
temple  in  honour  of  whose  delivery  of  a son  born  to  Julius 
Caisar  (a  son  named  on  this  monument  Ptolemy  Catsar)  is 
seen  near  Ilermonthis.  The  latest  works  of  those  executed 
under  the  Roman  emperors  show  plain  signs  of  inferiority  and 
decay  in  point  of  number,  magnitude,  and  style,  and  espe- 
cially in  the  hieroglyphical  characters  themselves ; while  the 
earliest,  consisting  of  magnificent  reconstructions  of  temples, 
or  additions,  bearing  the  names  of  Augustus  and  Tiberius  as 
deities,  with  dates  equally  belonging  to  the  life  of  Christ  on 
earth,  and  even  it  may  be  to  his  actual  presence  as  an  infant 
in  Egypt,  are  quite  in  keeping  with  the  constructions  of  the 
Ptolemies.  And  the  temples  built,  rebuilt,  or  added  to  by 
the  Ptolemies  show  that  under  them  Egypt  enjoyed  ma- 
terial prosperity,  and  that  it  was  their  policy  heartily  to  sup- 
port the  priesthood  and  the  national  superstitions,  accepting 
in  return  the  same  divine  honours  which  had  been  given  to 
the  earlier  Pharaohs,  and  which  passed  from  themselves,  in 
like  manner,  to  their  Roman  successors.  Of  the  Persian 
fire-worshippers  scarcely  a single  name  is  likely  to  meet  the 
eye  of  the  traveller  (unless  he  visits  the  ruins  of  Jupiter 
Ammon  in  the  Great  Oasis,  where  he  will  see  the  cartouches 
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of  Darius),  though  the  reconstructed  sanctuary  of  the  great 
temple  of  Karnak,  bearing  the  names  of  Philip  Aridseus  and 
Alexander  II.,  speaks  distinctly  both  of  the  destruction  caused 
by  the  last  Persian  conqueror,  Ochus  (in  b.  c.  345),  and  of  the 
inauguration  of  a new  policy  under  the  first  Macedonians, 
who  were  received  as  deliverers.  The  intervention  of  a 
time  of  native  independence  between  the  first  Persian  dy- 
nasty of  Cambyses  and  his  successors  and  the  last  Persian 
conquest  of  Ochus  is  clearly  marked  by  the  names  of  Ne- 
pharoot,  Hakori,  and  the  two  Nectanebos,  some  or  all  of 
which,  in  one  place  or  another,  will  be  likely  to  present 
themselves.  Of  the  Saites  of  Dyn.  XXVI  the  monumental 
remains,  both  in  museums  and  in  Egypt,  especially  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Memphis,  are  so  abundant,  and  of  such 
admirable  workmanship,  as  to  prove  that  their  age  contrasted 
favourably  with  the  times  preceding  it.  Of  the  Ethiopians 
comparatively  little  is  seen,  but  enough  to  catch  the  eye  at 
Thebes,  and  to  show  that  whatever  violence  and  cruelties  may 
have  accompanied  their  conquest,  they  identified  themselves 
in  religion,  at  least,  with  the  native  kings  whom  they  sup- 
planted. And  for  such  travellers  as  go  up  to  the  Second 
Cataract  there  are  plain  signs  at  Gebel  Barkal  (the  site  of 
the  ancient  Napata)  that  the  native  monumental  history  of 
Ethiopia  begins  only  from  Tirhakah,  the  contemporary  of 
Hezekiah,  and  that  the  religion  and  civilisation  of  the  Ethio- 
pians were  of  Egyptian  origin,  not  that  of  the  Egyptians  of 
Ethiopian.  The  same  results,  too,  from  Lepsius’s  examina- 
tion of  the  Nubian  pyramids,  both  those  near  Gebel  Barkal, 
and  of  other  groups  still  higher  up  the  river.  But  for  the 
time  between  the  Ethiopian  conquest  (b.C.  746)  and  the  first 
two  kings  of  the  Bubastites,  Shishonk  I.  and  Osorchon  I., 
(that  is,  during  44  + 19  + 48  =)  111  years  of  Dynasties 
XXIV,  XXIII,  and  XXII,  and  the  last  80  or  90  years  of 
Dyn.  XXI  of  the  Old  Chronicle,  in  all  for  about  200  years  of 
the  Bubastites  or  Tanites,  and  the  first  Saites,  scarcely  any- 
thing is  seen.  It  is  only  to  the  recent  discoveries  of  M.  Mariette 
in  the  Apis-cemetery  near  Memphis,  which  was  visited  by  the 
author  on  his  return  to  Cairo,  and  the  numerous  stcl®  of  which 
are  now  in  the  Louvre,  that  we  are  indebted  for  the  knowledge 
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of  a number  of  monumental  names  filling  up  the  break  in 
this  part  of  Egyptian  history.  The  monumental  records  of 
the  conquests  of  Shishonk  I.  on  the  outer  walls  of  the  great 
temple  at  Karnak  have  become  familiar  to  the  public  through 
engravings  since  the  time  when  Champollion  first  pointed 
out  in  the  long  series  of  tributary  or  vanquished  kings,  coun- 
tries, and  cities,  the  scutcheon  of  the  “ king  of  the  country 
of  Judah  ( Judah-melek-ka ).”  But  it  is  for  the  three  great 
Theban  Dynasties,  XVIII,  XIX,  and  XX,  anterior  to  the 
time  of  Shishonk  I.  and  Rehoboam,  and  covering  (348  + 194 
+ 228  = ) 770  years,  from  B.C.  1748  to  B.C.  978,  that  the 
architectural  remains,  especially  at  Thebes,  are  so  abundaut, 
and  the  links  of  mutual  connection  so  numerous,  as  to  afford 
something  like  a continuous  monumental  history,  while  the 
temples,  palaces,  and  tombs  of  many  of  the  kings  of  these 
dynasties  arc  on  so  vast  a scale,  and  their  wars  and  con- 
quests and  tributes  recorded  are  so  considerable,  as  to  strike 
every  beholder  with  amazement.  Especially  the  great 
temple  of  Ammon  at  Karnak,  consisting  of  an  endless 
accretion  of  successively-added  chambers,  columnar  build- 
ings, and  halls,  intermediate  and  outer  pylons,  propyhea, 
obelisks,  hypiethral  courts,  dromoi  of  ram-headed  sphinxes, 
and  even  lesser  outlying  temples,  each  with  its  own  similar 
additions,  attached  like  faubourgs  to  the  outskirts  of  the 
greater,  affords  of  itself  quite  an  epitome  of  Egyptian  history 
both  of  a positive  and  of  a comparative  or  negative  charactei'. 
The  kings  whose  works  both  in  this  gigantic  and  complex 
ruin  and  in  those  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river  stand  out  in 
boldest  relief  are,  as  might  be  expected,  Rameses  II.  and 
Seti  I.  of  the  fifteenth  century  before  Christ,  and  Rameses 
III.  of  the  fourteenth,  the  chief  elements  of  the  compound 
Sesostris.  But  those  of  an  earlier  king,  viz.  Amenoph 
III.,  the  Memnon  of  the  Greeks,  who  was  contemporary 
with  Joshua,  if  they  had  remained  entire,  would  have  been 
scarcely  less  stupendous.  As  it  is,  both  his  palace-temple 
and  his  tomb  on  the  west  side  of  the  river  have  been  utterly 
destroyed  by  some  successor  hostile  to  his  memory,  and  his 
temple  at  Luxor  on  the  east  bank  has  been  appropriated  and 
added  to  by  later  kings,  and  much  damaged  besides  by 
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modern  barbarism.  A still  earlier  king,  Thothmcs  III.  (the 
fourth  or  fifth  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  according  as  his  elder  sister 
and  her  consort  Thothmes  II.  are  reckoned  or  omitted),  is  set 
by  the  monuments  in  a light  in  the  highest  degree  remarkable. 
It  is  from  his  death  that  the  narrative  of  the  Exodus  in  the 
Scriptures  commences : he  was  himself  the  chief  oppressor 
of  the  Hebrews : and  it  is  in  a tomb  of  his  reign  that  the 
Hebrews  with  their  semi-Xubian  taskmasters  are  still  to  be 
seen  painted  in  the  act  of  making  bricks  for  the  temple  of 
Ammon.  This  king  is  shown  by  the  monuments  to  have 
been  one  of  the  greatest  builders  that  ever  reigned  in  Egypt. 
And  further  they  show  that  he  was  also  one  of  the  greatest 
conquerors.  The  list  of  his  tributes  from  vanquished  peo- 
ples, which  was  sculptured  with  much  detail  on  the  walls 
of  the  great  temple  at  Karnak,  with  an  enumeration  of  his 
campaigns,  is  still  in  part  preserved,  and  has  been  illustrated 
by  Mr.  Birch  of  the  British  Museum.  A portion  of  these 
inscriptions  is  now  in  the  Louvre.  Thus  it  appears  that  the 
development  of  Egypt  as  the  great  military  power  of  the 
world  commenced  under  the  first  kings  of  Dyn.  XVIII, 
almost  immediately  upon  the  overthrow  of  the  Shepherds, 
and  that  it  seemed  to  be  just  reaching  its  climax  when  the 
Hebrew  bondsmen  had  attained  their  greatest  numbers,  and 
their  bondage  had  become  most  severe.  And  those  modern 
writers  who,  to  suit  their  own  theories,  have  made  RamesesII. 
to  have  been  the  great  oppressor  of  the  Hebrews,  and  his 
son  and  successor  Menephthah,  or  Amenoph,  to  be  the 
Pharaoh  of  the  Exodus,  have  in  some  features  of  the  history 
come  nearer  than  they  deserved  to  the  truth.  For  the  real 
oppressor  of  the  Hebrews  was  a king  who  for  his  con- 
quests, his  long  reign,  and  his  innumerable  monuments,  is 
scarcely,  if  at  all,  inferior  when  compared  with  Raineses  II., 
and  not  at  all  inferior  to  Raineses  III.  (though  it  is  true 
that  the  architectural  proportions  of  the  works  of  Thoth- 
mes III.,  as  being  earlier,  have  been  surpassed  by  his  later 
rivals);  and  it  was  in  the  first  year  of  the  son  and  successor 
of  this  king,  really  named  Amenoph,  when  the  pride  of 
Egypt  was  already  at  its  zenith,  that  the  power,  as  it  were, 
of  Scsostris  was  broken  or  bruised  by  the  overthrow  in  the 
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Red  Sea,  so  that  it  was  not  till  two  centuries  later  that  it 
again  threatened  to  overrun  Asia. 

Of  monumental  lists,  such  as  those  of  the  Chamber  of 
Kings,  the  most  ancient  of  all,  which  belonged  to  the  build- 
ings of  Thothmes  III.  in  the  temple  at  Karnak  (what  re- 
mains of  it  is  in  the  Imperial  Library  at  Paris),  and  those 
of  the  Abydos  Tablet  in  the  British  Museum,  which  also 
went  back  beyond  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  it  is  un- 
necessary to  speak,  as  no  portion  of  these  lists  is  now  to  be 
seen  by  travellers  either  at  Karnak  or  at  Abydos ; and,  even 
if  it  were  otherwise,  they  would  not  enable  one  to  form  any 
clear  notions  as  to  the  earlier  history  of  Egypt.  Those 
monumental  lists,  however,  of  Dyn.  XVIII  and  part  of 
Dyn.  XIX  which  are  still  in  their  places  in  the  Rames- 
seum  and  at  Medinet  Habou  are  intelligible  at  once,  and 
highly  interesting,  as  occurring  on  the  very  spot  where  one  is 
surrounded  by  separate  inscriptions  and  monuments  of  the 
same  kings  whom  they  enumerate  in  order.  For  the  times 
above  Dyn.  XVIII  the  ordinary  traveller  can  no  longer 
work  his  way  upwards  as  before.  The  monuments  seem  to 
fail : and  he  is  besides  perplexed  by  having  for  his  guide  the 
lists  of  Africanus,  which  contain  before  Dyn.  XVIII  seven 
interpolated  dynasties  of  kings  besides  the  eight  really  be- 
longing to  the  original  Manetho.  And  even  if  any  one  were 
to  make  a bold  guess  that  the  anonymous  dynasties  are  per- 
haps fabulous,  and  thereupon  were  to  attempt  to  refer  all 
royal  names  anterior  to  Dyn.  XVIII  to  those  dynasties 
which  give  the  names  and  reigns  in  detail,  he  would  be  little 
better  off  than  before.  For  he  would  see  in  one  place  or 
another,  or  find  mentioned  by  persons  more  learned  than  him- 
self, many  names  of  kings  which  cannot  be  identified  in 
Manetho’s  lists.  He  would  be  obliged  therefore  to  content 
himself  with  observing  that  of  the  Shepherds  who  were  over- 
thrown by  the  founder  of  Dyn.  XVIII  he  had  seen  no  traces 
whatever  (though  traces  of  one  of  them,  the  second  Apophis, 
have  in  truth  been  found  at  Tanis),  unless  indeed  he  were 
deceived  for  a time,  like  the  author,  by  the  plausible  assertion 
that  the  names  Papa,  Aan,  and  Assa  occurring  the  first  of 
them  in  many  parts  and  the  other  two  in  tombs  near 
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Memphis,  were  those  of  the  Shepherds  Apophis,  .Tanias,  and 
Aseth.  He  would  find  however  in  different  places,  espe- 
cially in  the  remarkable  tombs  of  Beni-IIassan,  a number  of 
names  easily  identifiable  with  those  of  Dyn.  XII  of  Afri- 
canus  (XV  of  the  original  Manetho),  among  which  the 
obelisk  of  Heliopolis  would  secure  his  due  pre-eminence  to 
that  of  Sesortasen  I.  At  Chenoboskion  and  elsewhere  he 
would  find  names  which  through  Papa-Maire  he  might  con- 
nect with  Dyn.  VI  of  Africanus  (XIII  of  Manetho).  In 
tombs  near  the  pyramids  of  Memphis  he  would  find  fre- 
quent traces  of  their  builders  of  Dyn.  IV  of  Africanus  (XI 
of  Manetho),  as  well  as  other  names  identifiable  in  Dyn.  V 
of  Africanus  (XII  of  Manetho).  But  with  these  Memphites 
and  “ Elephantinites  ” (a  mixture  of  designations  in  itself 
sufficiently  perplexing)  he  would  find  others  of  whom  he 
could  make  nothing.  And  of  the  names  of  Africanus’  first 
three  dynasties,  two  of  “ Thinites”,  and  one  of  the  earliest 
Memphites,  he  would  find  no  certain  traces  at  all. 

On  the  whole,  the  traveller  who  has  been  on  the  look-out 
for  historical  indications  will  feel  it  to  be  pretty  certain  that 
up  to  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  he  has  been  tracing  back- 
wards a single  succession  of  sovereigns  who  ruled  both  Upper 
and  Lower  Egypt,  and  during  a number  of  centuries  Nubia 
also,  though  with  clear  traces  in  certain  titles  of  the  kings  and 
in  the  double  crown  (one  white  and  the  other  red)  of  there 
having  been  in  earlier  times  at  least  two  kingdoms  in  the 
Upper  and  Lower  Countries.  Butabove  Dyn.  XVIII  he  will 
. feel  quite  unable  to  form  any  clear  opinion  not  only  as  to 
the  extent  of  territory  ruled  by  particular  kings,  but  even  as  to 
the  relative  order  of  priority  and  posteriority  to  be  attached 
to  whole  groups  or  dynasties.  At  the  same  time  he  may 
reasonably  think  that  thus  much  at  least  is  shown  by  the  monu- 
ments, that  before  the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  and 
consequently  also  before  the  commencement  of  the  Shepherd 
supremacy  which  it  overthrew,  there  had  reigned  at  least  two 
kings  as  suzerains  over  all  Egypt,  viz.  Sesortasen  I,  the  2nd 
king  of  Africanus’s  Dyn.  XII,  and  Papa-Maire,  the  4th  of 
Dyn.  VI  (dynasties  XV  and  XIII  of  Manetho).  And,  if  he  has 
visited  Wadi  Mogara  in  the  Sinaitic  peninsula,  the  represen- 
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tfttions  and  titles  of  Sahoura  and  of  Snefrou  seen  there  (and 
apparently  more  ancient  than  those  of  Khoufou,  the  builder  of 
the  great  pyramid,  and  of  Ra-en-tseser)  will  seem  to  possess 
some  importance,  so  that  he  will  not  wonder  to  find  afterwards 
thatLepsius,  in  his  arrangement  of  the  Berlin  Museum,  has 
referred  them  to  Dyn.  Ill  of  Africanus(X  of  Manetho),  and 
placed  them  as  the  earliest  monumental  kings,  the  earliest, 
that  is,  who  are  known  not  only  by  their  mere  names  in  lists 
of  later  date,  but  by  their  own  contemporary  monuments. 

The  outline  thus  sketched  may  be  taken  to  represent  the 
utmost  extent  of  information  likely  to  be  collected  from  any 
cursory  inspection  of  the  monuments  themselves,  that  is,  of 
such  of  them  as  may  fall  under  the  notice  of  the  ordinary 
traveller,  even  if  he  adds  to  his  voyage  up  the  Nile  a sup- 
plementary acquaintance  with  some  or  all  of  the  principal 
Egyptian  collections  at  Paris,  London,  Leyden,  and  Turin, 
to  which  must  now  be  added  also  that  of  Berlin.  And 
whatever  further  conclusions  and  inferences  may  have  been 
arrived  at  by  those  who  have  been  able  to  make  a more 
complete  survey  of  all  known  monuments,  and  to  read 
whatever  is  historical  in  their  inscriptions,  it  is  clear  enough, 
and  generally  confessed,  that  some  clue  is  still  wanting,  be- 
yond what  the  monuments  alone  have  hitherto  furnished, 
before  wc  can  make  out  even  in  a general  and  broad  way 
the  true  mutual  relations  of  the  earlier  Egyptian  dynasties, 
whether  contemporaneous  or  successive. 

While  reading  one  day  on  board  the  boat  in  Mr.  Gliddon’s 
book  the  text  of  the  Old  Chronicle,  in  which  it  is  pretended 
that  a series  of  xxv  Sothic  cycles  had  been  completed  at 
the  end  of  the  last  native  dynasty,  when  the  Persian  Ochus 
reconquered  Egypt,  and  considering  the  different  items  by 
which  the  sum  of  (1461  x 25  = ) 36,525  years  was  made  out, 
the  author’s  attention  was  drawn  to  one  clause  in  which  it  is 
said  that  “ here  443  years  of  the  Sothic  cycle  in  xv  genera- 
tions are  entered  or  registered,”  the  place  being  just  above  fif- 
teen historical  dynasties  of  kings  and  just  below  fifteen  other 
earlier  mythological  dynasties  of  Gods  and  Demigods.  The 
“xv  generations”  thus  placed  in  the  middle  space  were 
reckoned  to  no  one  of  the  thirty  dynasties  among  which  all 
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the  rest  of  the  36,525  years  were  distributed.  The  question 
suggested  itself — To  what  Sothic  cycle  are  these  443  years 
or  xv  generations  said  to  belong?  and  the  first  step  thought 
of  towards  finding  an  answer  (since  the  whole  series  was  pre- 
tended to  consist  of  Sothic  cycles)  was  to  distribute  the  sums 
named  into  successive  spaces  of  1461  years  each,  in  order  to 
see  whether  the  443  years  would  prove  to  be  connected  either 
with  the  beginning  or  the  end  of  any  one  of  the  xxv  spaces. 
But  then  the  objection  occurred  that  in  truth  the  whole  fancy 
on  which  the  document  was  based  was  mere  nonsense  ; and 
that  there  was  no  real  “ Sothic  cycle”  in  the  series  from  be- 
ginning to  end.  So  long  indeed  as  a true  Sothic  epoch  were 
kept  to,  it  was  open  to  multiply  Sothic  cycles  to  any 
imaginable  extent  by  calculating  back  into  past  time  or  for- 
wards into  futurity.  But  as  soon  as  any  one  pretended  to 
make  a Sothic  cycle  or  series  of  cycles  begin  from  or  end  at 
any  other  than  the  right  day  and  in  the  right  year  for  a 
Sothic  epoch,  there  was  no  longer  any  Sothic  cycle  in  the 
case,  but  merely  a space  or  period  of  1461  Egyptian  years, 
equal  indeed  in  its  length  to  a Sothic  cycle,  but  yet  a totally 
different  thing.  Fora  Sothic  cycle  is  not  merely  a space  of 
1461  Egyptian  years,  but  it  is  that  particular  space  of  1461 
such  years,  and  that  only,  which  begins  from  the  conjunction 
of  the  movable  new-year  or  Thoth  1 with  the  heliacal  rising 
of  Sirius,  fixed  to  July  20  of  our  Gregorian  Calendar  for 
that  part  of  Egypt  which  is  just  above  Memphis.  But  this 
conjunction  occurs  only  once  (and  then  for  4 years  succes- 
sively) in  1461  movable  or  1460  fixed  Julian  or  Canicular 
years:  and  July  20  in  the  first  of  those  4 years,  and  in  that 
year  alone,  is  the  Sothic  epoch.  Consequently,  though  it 
might  suit  the  humour  of  the  Egyptians  to  put  off  an  impos- 
sible conceit  upon  the  Greeks  who  knew  little  or  nothing 
about  the  Cycle,  for  the  Egyptian  priests  themselves  the 
expression  “ the  Sothic  Cycle  ” was  no  more  ambiguous  than 
that  of  “ the  month,”  or  “ the  year,”  or  “ such  a year  of  the 
king,”  which  meant  of  course  the  current  month,  the  current 
year,  and  such  a year  of  the  reigning  king.  For  the  author 
of  a chronicle  ending  with  Nectanebo,  or  at  any  date  between 
the  Sothic  epochs  of  July  20inB.c.  1322  and  July  20  in  a.  d. 
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139,  “ the  Sothic  Cycle,”  if  put  simply  without  reference  to 
any  other  past  or  future  cycle,  and  connected  with  certain 
particular  years,  could  mean  only  the  cycle  actually  current, 
which  began  from  the  former  and  which  would  run  out  at  the 
latter  of  the  epochs  above-mentioned. 

After  this  discovery — if  the  perception  of  a truism  can  be 
called  a discovery — it  followed  naturally  to  observe  further 
that  in  constructing  a fanciful  scheme  which  should  pretend 
to  exhibit  a cycle  or  a scries  of  cycles  ending  at  any  other 
date  than  a true  cyclical  epoch  the  first  operation  (implied 
by  the  very  terms  of  the  scheme)  must  be  to  cut  off  all  those 
years  of  the  true  current  Cycle  which  were  yet  to  run  out  below 
the  date  fixed  upon,  and  to  throw  them  back,  so  that  they 
might  be  reckoned  as  past  instead  of  being  looked  forward 
to  as  future.  This  then  was  what  the  author  of  the  Old 
Chronicle  had  done ; and,  with  an  ironical  humour  common 
among  the  Egyptians,  he  had  told  his  readers  to  their  faces 
the  nature  of  his  trick,  ticketing  and  labelling  the  key  to  it, 
and  tying  it  to  the  lock,  or  rather  leaving  it  in  the  lock 
itself.  The  event  at  which  the  scries  of  the  Chronicle  osten- 
sibly ends,  viz.  the  conquest  of  Ochus,  to  whatever  year  before 
Christ  it  were  referred,  would  necessarily  leave  more  than 
“ 443  years  of  the  Cycle  ” below  it  still  to  run.  But  when 
443  years  were  counted  upwards  from  July  20  in  a.d.  139, 
the  end  of  the  Cycle  which  began  with  July  20  in  B.C.  1322, 
the  date  which  came  out,  viz.  B.C.  305,  being  that  at  which 
Ptolemy  Lagi  first  assumed  a crown,  both  proved  sufficiently 
that  the  key  was  now  fitted  to  the  lock,  and  brought  out  the 
full  idea  of  the  Chronicle,  of  which  only  one  half,  and  that 
of  itself  pointless,  had  been  seen  before.  For  before  all 
that  appeared  to  be  signified  wras  this,  that  the  world  had 
run  itself  out  with  the  last  native  dynasty,  an  idea  which 
might  be  appropriate  as  a fanciful  lamentation  for  Egyptian 
patriotism,  but  which  had  no  propriety  as  addressed  to 
Creeks.  But  now  one  saw  that  by  throwing  up  distinctly  the 
last  443  years  of  the  Cycle  which  were  still  to  run,  without 
noticing  those  other  years  of  the  interval  between  Nectanebo 
and  the  Lagidsc  which  in  some  form  or  other  were  necessarily 
thrown  up  too,  the  effect  was  to  draw  down  as  it  were  the 
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conquest  of  Ochus  anil  make  of  it  one  point  (the  interval 
being  in  appearance  sunk)  with  the  commencement  of  the 
Macedonian  dynasty.  And  the  whole  sense  was  this,  not 
only  that  the  old  world  came  to  an  end  with  Nectanebo, 
but  also,  as  a corollary,  that  a new  world  with  all  its  hopes 
and  promises  was  commencing  at  the  date  of  the  Chronicle 
with  the  Lagidse. 

The  reader  cannot  fix  his  attention  too  closely  upon  this 
first  step,  since  when  it  is  fully  understood  it  will  make  it 
easy  to  follow  out  in  Chapter  I.  the  analysis  and  reconstruc- 
tion of  the  Old  Chronicle.  And  when  once  the  Old  Chronicle 
is  understood  it  will  in  turn  serve  as  a key  to  all  the  other 
Egyptian  schemes  whether  earlier  or  later. 

The  six  Egyptian  schemes  examined  and  explained  in  this 
work  are  in  order  of  time  as  follows: — First, there  is  the 
Hieratic,  attached  by  implication  to  the  cyclical  epoch  of  b.c. 
1322.  Then  the  Old  Chronicle,  similarly  attached  for  its  own 
date  to  B.C.  305.  Another  scheme  preserved  by  Diogenes 
Laertius  is  of  uncertain  date,  later  than  Alexander,  since  it 
ends  at  his  Egyptian  accession,  and  probably  also  somewhat 
later  than  the  Old  Chronicle.  The  “ iEgyptiaca  ” of  the 
original  Manetho,  the  Theban  list  of  Eratosthenes,  and  the 
scheme  of  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  (or  whoever  else  was  the  Ma- 
netho of  Africanus,)  may  be  referred  to  dates  not  far  distant 
from  B.C.  268,  B.C.  216,  and  B.c.  100  respectively.  With 
respect  to  the  last  (supposing  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  to  have 
been  really  the  author)  it  was  an  error  to  leave  it  doubtful 
whether  Ptolemy  did  not  write  as  late  as  the  time  of 
Augustus,  since  his  work  seems  to  be  alluded  to,  and  that 
not  as  belonging  to  any  contemporary  or  quite  recent  author, 
by  Diodorus  and  Suidas ; and  Suidas  himself  is  placed  by 
Clinton  before  the  contemporaries  of  Augustus.  His  “Ma- 
netho of  Mendes”  therefore  must  have  been  earlier  still. 

All  the  six  schemes  are  expressed  in  terms  of  the  movable 
year  of  365  days : and  this  of  itself  involves  a difference  of 
some  7 or  8 months  from  the  reckoning  of  the  sacred  Scrip- 
tures and  Josephus  which  began  from  the  autumn,  since  at 
the  date  at  which  the  Egyptian  reckoning  of  true  human 
time  began,  viz.  in  b.c.  5361,  the  movable  Thotli  was  at 
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April  26.  Further,  three  of  the  six  schemes,  viz.  the 
Hieratic,  the  Old  Chronicle,  and  that  of  Ptolemy,  are  cyclical, 
pretending  to  exhibit  a series  of  complete  Sothic  cycles. 
And  of  the  three,  one,  the  earliest  of  all,  the  Hieratic,  ends  at 
a true  cyclical  epoch;  the  other  two  do  not.  The  two 
latter  consequently  throw  up  those  years  of  the  Cycle 
current  when  they  were  made  which  were  yet  future.  But 
all  the  three  alike  insert  a sum  of  341  fictitious  years  in 
order  to  make  time  seem  to  have  begun  from  a cyclical 
epoch,  which  in  truth  it  had  not  done.  Two  other  schemes, 
those  of  Manetho  and  Eratosthenes,  arc  uncyclical ; and 
lastly  one,  that  preserved  by  Diogenes  Laertius,  is  a com- 
pound sum  of  years,  partly  cyclical  and  partly  uncyclical. 
And,  as  none  of  these  three  last-mentioned  schemes  pretend 
to  exhibit  a single  series  of  complete  cycles,  they  all  three 
omit  those  341  fictitious  years  which  are  indispensable  to 
such  schemes  as  are  cyclical. 

Those  elements  of  Egyptian  reckoning  in  terms  of  the 
movable  year  which  are  common  to  all  the  six  schemes, 
cyclical  and  uncyclical  alike,  are  3139  years  (divisible  into 
2922  and  217)  from  the  beginning  of  human  time  to  Menes, 
and  903  years  of  kings  from  Menes  to  the  Sothic  epoch  of 
July  20  in  B.C.  1322.  To  these  common  elements  the  three 
cyclical  schemes  (the  Hieratic  of  B.C.  1322  a copy  of  which 
was  contained  in  the  Turin  Papyrus,  that  of  the  Old  Chro- 
nicle, and  that  of  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  or  the  Manetho  of 
Africanus)  add  the  341  fictitious  years  mentioned  above,  not 
prefixing  them,  however,  at  the  head  of  all,  but  interposing 
them  between  the  first  2922  years  and  the  217  really 
following.  Five  out  of  the  six  schemes  add  a continua- 
tion of  978  years  of  kings  from  the  Sothic  epoch  of  B.C. 
1322  to  the  conquest  of  Ochus  in  B.c.  345  ; and  two  of  the 
five  go  on  13  years  further  to  B.C.  332.  The  two  later  of  the 
three  cyclical  schemes  throw  up  besides  all  those  years  of  the 
Cycle  current  in  B.C.  345  or  332  which  were  still  future  at  the 
one  or  other  of  these  dates.  The  two  schemes  which  arc  not 
cyclical  (those  of  Manetho  and  Eratosthenes)  contain  never- 
theless the  one  a sum  of  1435  the  other  a sum  of  443  years 
really  unchronological,  but  presented  as  chronological  to  the 
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Greeks,  and  borrowed  or  imitated  from  tbe  years  thrown  up  in 
the  cyclical  schemes,  though  without  seeking  or  admitting 
any  cyclical  result.  Lastly,  the  mixed  scheme  preserved  hy 
Diogenes  Laertius,  while  it  prefixes  a round  month  of  xxx 
fictitious  cycles  or  spaces  equal  in  length  to  cycles,  subjoins 
to  these  without  any  mixture  of  fictitious  or  concurrent  years 
the  true  chronological  and  uncyclical  reckoning  of  the 
Egyptians  from  the  beginning  to  Alexander,  viz.  (3139  + 
903  + 978+13  = ) 5033  movable  years. 

Besides  those  peculiarities  which  have  already  been  speci- 
fied, the  Hieratic  scheme,  really  consisting  of  three  cycles  or 
(2922  + [34 1 + ] 2 1 7 + 903  = )4383  movable  years  ending  J uly 
20  in  n.C.  1322,  was  made  to  exhibit  the  much  greater  sum  of 
36,525  nominal  years,  or  xxv  nominal  cycles,  hy  multiplying 
the  first  2922  years  or  two  nominal  cycles  by  12  into 
months.  From  the  xxivpseudo-cyclcsor(2922  x 12  = )35,064 
months  so  obtained,  and  called  years,  the  author  of  the  Old 
Chronicle  suppressed  one  pseudo-cycle.  This  he  did  in 
order  to  make  room  for  a fourth  true  cycle  of  the  world 
which  had  been  growing  since  the  composition  of  the 
Hieratic  scheme  and  was  current  in  his  own  time,  while 
he  retained  from  the  Hieratic  scheme  its  sum  of  xxv  nomi- 
nal cycles  or  36,525  years.  So  then,  as  he  suppressed  1461 
months,  and  retained  the  remaining  33,603,  these  last  were 
in  value  no  longer  months  hut  became  equal  to  1 month 
and  -,1  j rd  of  a month  each.  In  the  scheme  of  Manctho  too, 
in  its  mythological  part,  there  is  a great  sum  of  24,000 
nominal  years  derived  like  those  of  the  Chronicle  from  the 
Hieratic  scheme,  hut  without  any  suppression  and  con- 
sequent change  of  their  value,  these  24,000  being  simply 
months,  and  equal  to  2000  movable  years.  Only,  as  Ma- 
netho  did  not  choose  to  retain  the  whole  cyclical  sum  of 
35,064  months  from  the  Hieratic  scheme,  he  restored  the  first 
900  and  the  last  22  of  the  2922  years  multiplied  in  it  hy 
12  to  their  original  and  true  character  of  full  years. 

Without  the  key  to  the  composition  of  the  Old  Chronicle, 
and  its  date,  the  attempt  to  make  out  or  to  reconstruct  any 
of  the  other  five  schemes  from  such  notices  of  them  as  we 
possess  would  have  been  much  more  hopeless  than  that  of  a 
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comparative  anatomist  who  from  some  fragments  of  bones  of 
three  or  four  different  creatures  mixed  together  should 
undertake  to  delineate  the  whole  skeletons  and  bodies  of 
each.  Cuvier,  it  is  said,  from  small  portions  of  bones  did 
actually  make  drawings  of  whole  skeletons  which  were  after- 
wards fully  verified.  And  in  the  case  of  living  creatures  a 
man  of  science  and  a good  draughtsman,  used  to  deal  with 
proportions  and  analogies,  has  something  to  go  upon.  But 
in  the  case  of  schemes  of  chronology  partly  true  and  partly 
fabulous  the  attempt  to  reconstruct  any  one  of  them  and  to 
exhibit  it  entire  from  mixed  notices  and  fragments  relating 
to  several  would  be  mere  guesswork,  unless  the  parts  of 
each  were  of  themselves  distinct,  and  nearly  complete,  and 
unless  there  was  a very  close  symmetry  or  analogy  between 
the  different  schemes.  But  that  which  makes  the  recon- 
struction of  the  Egyptian  Chronicles  not  only  less  difficult 
than  the  task  of  the  comparative  anatomist  but  even  easy, 
and  certain  of  success,  is  this,  that  the  measure  and  reckon- 
ing of  time  in  all  of  them  is  the  same,  and  the  elementary 
sums  of  years  on  which  they  are  all  based  arc  the  same,  so 
that  with  only  slight  data  as  to  the  peculiarities  of  any  one 
scheme  one  can  either  fill  up  what  is  wanting  in  particular 
parts, or  cut  off  what  is  redundant,  with  something  like  mathe- 
matical certainty.  Every  year  day  and  hour  being  fixed  as  in 
a framework  within  the  measure  of  the  four  Sothic  cycles 
commencing  from  July  20  in  B.C.  5702,  (that  is  341  movable 
years  according  to  Egyptian  reckoning  before  man  was  upon 
the  earth,)  and  ending  at  July  20  in  a.d.  139,  and  the 
schemes  themselves  being  historically  successive,  and  each  of 
them  in  turn  based  upon  those  which  had  preceded,  every 
point  in  any  one  of  them  can  be  compared  with  every  point 
in  any  other : and  to  whatever  extent  particular  years  may 
in  any  scheme  be  misplaced  or  misrepresented,  they  are 
always  there,  and  can  be  found  out  and  compared  with  the 
same  years  in  each  of  the  other  analogous  schemes,  and 
brought  back  to  their  true  and  original  places,  and  to  their 
true  and  original  form  and  designation.  Nor  does  this  hold 
only  of  those  schemes  which  are  cyclical ; but  even  those  (for 
instance,  that  of  the  original  Manetlio)  which  are  not  cyclical, 
being  still  constructed  with  materials  common  to  the  cyclical 
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schemes,  and  in  terms  of  the  same  movable  year,  are  hence 
equally  explainable  and  recoverable  by  a knowledge  of  the 
original  elements  common  to  both,  and  by  comparison  with 
the  schemes  that  arc  cyclical. 

After  what  may  be  called  the  abstract  or  cyclical  chrono- 
logy, supposing  the  construction  of  each  scheme  to  have 
been  made  out,  as  in  the  first  four  chapters  of  this  work, 
and  to  be  understood,  if  any  one  inquires  after  those  results 
which  are  properly  historical,  and  which  will  be  to  the 
general  reader  more  intelligible,  and  more  interesting,  they 
are  these : — 

I.  First,  the  Old  Chronicle  (p.  7,  &c.)  gives  without 
names  a series  (not  to  be  supposed  to  correspond  uniformly 
to  actual  reigns)  of  lxxvi  royal  generations,  averaging  24  f 
years  each,  divided  into  XV  dynasties,  the  whole  in  a space 
of  1881  movable  years  from  the  commencement  of  the  native 
monarchy,  Feb.  22,  B.C.  2224,  to  its  extinction,  Nov.  16, 
B.C.  345. 

II.  The  original  Manetho  (pp.  123,  91,  and  441)  enables 
us  to  cover  with  names  and  actual  reigns,  in  a rough  and 
general  way,  the  greater  part  of  the  blank  dynasties  of  the 
Chronicle.  Only  for  the  iv  generations  of  its  Dyn.  XVII, 
called  Memphite,  and  for  the  viii  Theban  generations  of  its 
Dyn.  XX,  Manetho  leaves  us  quite  at  fault.  For  parts  of 
Dynasties  XVIII,  XIX,  XXI,  and  XXVI  too  there  is 
need  of  some  further  resources  than  are  supplied  by  his  lists. 
On  the  other  hand  Manetho  gives  names  and  reigns  for  a 
number  of  early  dynasties,  viz.  one  of  Tanites  (called  in  the 
lists  of  Ptolemy  Thinites),  three  called  Memphite,  and  one 
called  by  Ptolemy  “ Elephantinite  ” (perhaps  Heliopolite), 
in  all  for  five  dynasties  in  Lower  Egypt,  which  are  not  re- 
cognisable in  the  series  of  the  Chronicle.  And  again  for 
Upper  Egypt  Manetho  gives  three  dynasties,  one  of  viii  Dio- 
spolites  with  names  and  reigns,  and  two  others  without  names 
or  reigns  but  with  xvi  “ Diospolite”  kings  to  the  one  and 
lxxvi  [xxxvi]  called  by  Ptolemy  Xoites  (really  Nubians)  to 
the  other,  which  are  equally  unplaced  in  the  series  of  the 
Chronicle.  Manetho  then  out  of  his  xxm  dynasties  of  kings 
has  eight  in  all  which  though  absent  from  the  Chronicle 
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must  be  supposed  to  have  been  contemporaneous  with  the 
first  three  dynasties  and  the  first  477  years  of  its  kings. 
And  in  fact,  though  he  seems  to  make  for  the  kings  in  all  a 
sum  of  3555  years,  he  himself  marks  for  his  Egyptian  reader 
the  same  sum  wTith  the  Chronicle,  viz.  1881  years,  (of  which 
477  are  anterior  to  Dyn.  XVIII)  as  alone  successive  or 
chronological.  What  is  more,  he  alludes  to  and  marks  the 
duration  of  each  of  the  first  three  sovereign  dynasties 
(XVI,  XVII,  and  XXVII)  of  the  Chronicle,  viz.  190,  103, 
and  184  years,  the  first  sum  of  the  three  being  marked 
iudeed  only  indirectly,  but  the  other  two  distinctly  (pp.  264 
and  285). 

The  reigns  in  Manetho’s  first  six  dynasties  of  kings  (the 
early  dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt),  being  made  to  average 
over  30  years  each,  suggest  the  suspicion  — a suspicion 
justified  also  by  finding  monumental  names  not  in  his  lists 
intermixed  near  Memphis  with  those  of  his  Memphites  and 
“ Elephantinites  ” — that  either  there  were  many  more 
kings  than  he  has  named,  or  that  they  reigned  fewer  years. 
Both  these  suspicions  will  turn  out  to  be  true  at  once.  On 
the  other  hand,  whether  the  actual  reigns  of  the  early  dy- 
nasties, and  even  the  dynasties  themselves,  of  Upper  Egypt 
were  more  numerous  than  is  acknowledged  by  Manctho  or 
not,  the  names  and  reigns  of  their  kings  being  omitted  by 
him  — at  least  for  two  out  of  three  dynasties — are  plainly  to 
seek  from  other  sources. 

Below  Dyn.  XVIII,  while  there  is  a general  agreement 
or  parallelism,  a comparison  of  Manetho’s  reigns  with  the 
generations  of  the  Chronicle  reveals  some  discrepancies  in 
the  designations  of  dynasties,  and  some  considerable  dif- 
ferences in  their  subdivision  and  duration.  And  these  are 
connected  with  remarkable  dislocations ; Manctho  having 
allowed  himself  (and  the  Chronicle  itself  in  its  Dyn.  XXVII 
had  set  him  the  example)  to  suppress  years  and  kings  in 
certain  places,  while  he  balanced  his  suppressions  by  unbis- 
torical  insertions  elsewhere ; and  this  to  such  an  extent 
that,  but  for  the  Chronicle,  any  attempt  at  an  exact  rectifi- 
cation would  have  been  hopeless. 

Mnnetho  has  also  before  Menes  four  dynasties  of  Manes 
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or  ghost-kings,  an  enigma  upon  the  meaning  of  which  the 
Chronicle  throws  no  light. 

III.  Eratosthenes,  under  whose  name  are  to  be  under- 
stood the  priests,  the  composers  of  his  list,  throws  great  light 
on  the  relations  of  Manetho’s  first  ten  dynasties  of  kings  both 
to  one  another  and  to  the  first  three  dynasties  of  the  kings 
of  the  Chronicle.  As  his  plan  was  to  take  for  his  basis  and  to 
fill  up  with  names  the  generations  of  the  Chronicle  be  does 
not  help  us  to  place  any  additional  monumental  names  of 
those  omitted  by  Manetho  in  tbe  early  dynasties  of  Lower 
Egypt,  but  he  takes  Manetho’s  names  as  they  stand,  only 
reducing  the  fictitious  and  extravagant  reigns  to  the  average 
length  of  the  generations  of  the  Chronicle.  But  for  the 
early  dynasties  of  Upper  Egypt  he  does  give  as  many  as 
eleven  names  or  generations  of  kings  omitted  by  Manetho 
(pp.  374,  &c.  and  401).  The  chief  value,  however,  of  his 
list  lies  in  this,  that  whereas,  if  he  had  simply  filled  up  with 
names  from  Manetho  the  first  three  dynasties  and  the  first 
477  years  of  the  kings  of  the  Chronicle,  he  would  have 
given  us  no  fresh  light  except  on  the  one  most  important 
point  of  the  composition  of  its  Dyn.  XVII,  (for  its  Dynas- 
ties XVI  and  XXVII  are  identifiable  of  themselves  in 
Manetho’s  Dynasties  VIII  and  XVII,  I and  XV  of  Pto- 
lemy) his  informants  by  taking  in  xv  generations  and  443 
unchronological  years  of  the  Chronicle  (being  those  443  of 
the  Cycle  which  it  names  as  such  and  throws  up),  by 
omitting  the  Shepherds  of  its  Dyn.  XXVII,  and  lastly  by 
encroaching  upon  Dyn.  XVIII  to  the  extent  of  156  years, 
have  managed  to  place  as  many  as  xxii  generations  and 
reigns  with  (443  + 184  + 156=)  783  years  besides  those 
which  represent,  or  which  should  have  represented,  the  first 
three  sovereign  dynasties  of  the  Chronicle.  And  their 
whole  work  is  arranged  so  symmetrically  that,  after  com- 
mencing with  the  190  years  of  the  Tanites  of  Dyn.  XVI  of 
the  Chronicle  (VIII  of  Manetho,  but  I of  Ptolemy)  as  a 
common  root  or  source,  an  equal  space  of  443  years  is  twice 
measured  off,  first  to  a selection  from  the  early  kings  of 
Lower,  and  then  to  a selection  from  the  early  kings  of  Upper 
Egypt  (p.  298).  On  examining  more  closely  these  selections 
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it  appears  that  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Old  Chronicle  unites  the 
two  (p.  314),  its  four  sovereign  generations  being  taken  two 
of  them  (which  are  represented  by  Sahoura  and  Sne/rou ) 
with  39  years  from  the  latter  part  of  Dyn.  X of  Manetho 
(III  of  Ptolemy),  the  third  (that  ofPhiops)  with  21  or  22  years 
from  the  end  of  his  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Ptolemy),  and  the 
fourth  [Sesortasen  I.]  with  42  years  from  the  head  of  his  Dyn. 
XV  (XII  of  Ptolemy).  Thus  through  their  later  reigns 
the  relative  places  of  Dynasties  X and  XIII,  and  through 
its  first  reign  the  relative  place  of  Dyn.  XV  of  Manetho  is 
fixed;  and  it  appears  that  the  early  local  Memphites  of 
Lower  Egypt,  if  they  had  the  full  sum  of  214  years,  began 
(214  — 103  = ) 111  years  before  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, that  is  79  years  after  the  epoch  of  Menes;  and  again 
that  the  “ Memphites  ” of  Central  Egypt,  supposing  them 
to  have  ended  about  22  years  after  the  death  of  Phiops  and 
to  have  had  the  sum  of  197  years,  which  however  is  shown 
by  the  Papyrus  to  be  too  great  by  16,  began  (197  — 22=  175 
-22  = 153-39  = ) 1 14,  or  (114-16  = ) 98  years,  before 
Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  that  is  92  years  after  the 
epoch  of  Menes ; while  the  Diospolites  of  Dynasty  XV 
(XII  of  Ptolemy),  after  the  death  of  their  first  or  second 
king  Sesortasen  I.,  were  for  their  remaining  133  years  con- 
temporary with  the  Shepherds  of  Dynasty  XXVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  the  death  of  Sesortasen  I.  being  about  (260— 
184  = ) 76  years  after  the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVII  of 
Manetho  (XV  of  Ptolemy)  corresponding  in  its  last  184 
years  to  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle.  And  parallel  in  a 
manner  with  these  Diospolite  contemporaries  of  the  Shep- 
herds, in  that  one  of  the  two  spaces  of  443  years  which 
stands  first  and  is  given  to  Lower  Egypt,  Eratosthenes  ex- 
hibits the  Memphite  pyramid-builders  of  Manetho’s  Dyn. 
XI  (IV  of  Ptolemy),  who  besides  are  expressly  said  to  have 
followed  through  a change  of  the  reigning  family  the  earlier 
Memphite  line  of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Ptolemy),  two  reigns  of 
which  have  already  been  identified  with  the  first  two  gene- 
rations of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle.  Respecting  the 
later  Tanites  and  the  “ Elephantinites  ” or  Heliopolites  who 
make  Manetho’s  Dynasties  IX  and  XII  (II  and  V of  Pto- 
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lemy)  Eratosthenes  shows  that  they  might  be  omitted  as  of 
secondary  importance ; while  their  relative  position  in  Mane- 
tho’s  lists,  and  the  mixture  of  names  of  the  “ Elephantinites  ” 
with  those  of  the  Memphite  pyramid-builders  in  the  tombs 
near  Memphis,  shows  thus  much  at  least,  that  the  earliest  of 
the  second  group  of  Tanites  were  less  than  190  years  before 
the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  while 
the  Elephantinites  or  Heliopolites  probably  began  together 
with  the  second  line  of  local  Memphites  (though  they  may 
possibly  have  begun  earlier),  and  were  together  with  them 
and  with  the  successors  of  Sesortasen  I.  in  the  Thebaid 
contemporary  with  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle.  In 
Upper  Egypt  again  eight  kings  or  generations,  hinted  to  be 
Diospolites,  are  enumerated  by  Eratosthenes  before  he  gives 
the  first  reign  of  Manetbo’s  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Ptolemy); 
and  Manetho  also  has  in  his  lists  before  that  dynasty  an 
anonymous  line  of  “ xvi  Diospolites,”  who  must  be  supposed 
to  have  begun  at  least  before  it.  If  then  it  were  inferred 
from  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  that  eight  of  these  sixteen  Dio- 
spolites (though  not  likely  to  be  the  same  eight  which  he 
names  to  represent  the  whole  line)  were  in  fact  earlier  than 
the  reign  of  Sesortasen  I.,  the  fourth  generation  of  Dyn. 
XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  these  first  eight  might  seem  to  have 
begun  (8  x 24  J = ) 198  years  (according  to  the  average  length 
of  the  generations  of  the  Chronicle)  before  the  reign  in  ques- 
tion, and  (198  — 22=176  — 39=)  137  before  the  first  gene- 
tion  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  and  so  only  53  years 
after  the  epoch  of  Mcncs.  But  as  the  last  name  of  the  eight 
in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  is  identified  by  the  monuments 
with  the  immediate  predecessor  of  Amosis  and  Dyn.  XVIII, 
the  whole  xvi  reigns  of  Manetho,  taken  together,  cannot  be 
calculated  to  have  begun  more  than  (16  x 24f=)  396  years 
before  the  end  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  that  is 
(396  — 184  = 212  — 103  = ) 109  before  the  beginning  of  its 
Dyn.  XVII,  or(190— 109  = ) 8 1 below  the  epoch  of  Menes. 
And  if  tliis  estimate  be  assumed  to  be  correct  — it  is  more 
likely  to  be  somewhat  too  high  than  too  low — it  results 
that  the  establishment  of  petty  kings  at  Memphis,  in  Central 
Egypt,  and  in  the  Thebaid,  took  place  nearly  at  one  and  the 
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same  time,  the  estimated  dates  being  70  [corrected  to  79], 
76  [corr.  92],  and  81  [corr.  97?]  years  after  the  epoch  of 
Mencs.  And,  reasoning  from  the  short  intervals  in  this 
progression  southwards,  one  may  infer  with  some  probability 
thatkings  had  begun  to  reign  in  Heliopolis  (Castor, orwhoever 
is  the  original  “Barbarus,''  names  a line  of  “ Heliopolites”)  a 
little  earlier  than  at  Memphis,  and  perhaps  some  secondary 
line  nearer  to  Tanis,  and  thence  called  Tanite  (if  these  were 
not  themselves  the  earliest  Heliopolites),  may  have  com- 
menced a little  earlier  still.  But  there  may  well  have  been 
more  lines  of  early  kings  who  are  now  represented  only  by 
Manetho’s  two  Dynasties  IX  and  X (III  and  IV  of  Pto- 
lemy) under  the  designations  of  Tanites  and  Memphites. 
On  this  subject  the  Manes  of  Manetho,  Dyn.  VII  of  Pto- 
lemy, and  the  fragments  of  the  Turin  Papyrus,  have  already 
thrown  some  light ; but  much  remains  still  obscure,  which 
can  be  cleared  up  only  by  fresh  discoveries. 

Lastly,  after  the  generations  taken  from  Manetho’s  Dy- 
nasties XIV  and  XV  (XI  and  XII  of  Ptolemy),  Erato- 
sthenes has  within  the  443  years  of  Upper  Egypt  three  more 
generations  and  names,  one  of  which  may  be  called  double, 
as  if  to  represent  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XVI  (XIV  of  Ptolemy). 
And  he  has  so  connected  indirectly  these  three  or  four 
generations  with  the  sum  of  184  years,  while  Dyn.  XVI  of 
Manetho  (XIV  of  Ptolemy)  is  directly  connected  with  the 
same  sum,  as  to  hint  pretty  clearly  that  these  kings  also, 
who  in  actual  number  were  a prodigious  multitude,  were 
contemporary  with  the  three  or  four  generations  and  the 
184  years  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle. 

The  list  of  Eratosthenes  in  several  of  its  parts  shows 
traces  of  conformity  with  the  selection  of  kings  exhibited  in 
the  Thothmes  Chamber  of  Karnak  (pp.  293  and  501),  a 
conformity  the  more  interesting  as  this  list  is  known  to  have 
been  made  out  at  Thebes.  Its  most  remarkable  feature  of 
making  two  equal  compartments,  one  for  early  kings  of  Lower, 
and  one  for  those  of  Upper  Egypt,  is  seemingly  imitated,  on 
a reduced  scale,  from  the  same  Thothmes  Chamber.  Thence 
too  a like  arrangement  may  have  been  borrowed  in  much 
earlier  times  by  the  hieratic  papyri,  in  which  instead  of  about 
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xxx  there  were  as  many  as  cxliii  kings  in  each  of  the  two 
corresponding  divisions. 

IV.  The  latest  Egyptian  scheme  is  that  of  the  Manetho 
of  Africanus  (pp.  91  and  437),  identifiable  perhaps  with 
Ptolemy  of  Mendes.  This,  being  taken  alone,  and  ascribed 
to  the  original  Manetho,  has  hitherto  been  a most  fertile 
source  of  error  and  confusion.  But  when  studied  in  its  true 
character  and  analysed  by  the  help  of  the  Chronicle,  of  the 
genuine  Manetho,  and  of  Eratosthenes,  it  makes  us  ample 
amends.  For  after  its  peculiar  and  purely  fictitious  addi- 
tions (required  by  its  cyclical  scheme  of  reduced  years)  have 
been  detected  and  set  aside,  its  remaining  additions  throw  a 
new  and  unexpected  light  on  those  four  dynasties  of  Manes 
or  ghost-kings  in  the  scheme  of  the  original  Manetho  which 
otherwise,  though  they  might  suggest  various  surmises,  must 
have  remained  inexplicable.  And,  again,  the  original  Ma- 
netho and  the  Manetho  of  Ptolemy  together  contain  such  an 
exhibition  of  the  lists  of  kings  belonging  to  the  oldest  of  all 
Egyptian  schemes,  the  Hieratic,  that  by  their  help  we  are 
enabled  to  reconstruct  with  tolerable  certainty  — at  least 
without  room  for  any  great  error — the  fragments  of  the 
Turin  Papyrus  (pp.  465 — 512). 

V.  This  is  perhaps  the  most  interesting  result  and  reward 
of  all  the  preceding  investigations.  For  it  is  one  thing  to 
infer  (as  in  Chapter  I.  p.  32)  that  there  probably  existed  an 
earlier  scheme,  from  which  the  Old  Chronicle  was  derived 
and  altered,  and  that  its  construction  was  probably  of  such 
and  such  a kind,  and  another  to  have  before  us  the  scheme 
itself,  with  its  general  features  still  plainly  discernible 
though  much  mutilated  in  detail.  And  now  we  have  before 
us  the  scheme  itself  (pp.  508 — 512),  fixed  by  its  idea  and 
nature  to  the  date  of  July  20,  n.C.  1322,  and  in  a copy  the 
actual  writing  of  which  cannot  be  supposed  to  be  later  than 
the  end  of  the  13th  century  before  Christ,  that  is,  800  years 
before  a similar  papyrus  was  shown  by  the  priests  of  Phthah 
at  Memphis  to  Herodotus.  This,  being  by  far  the  most 
ancient  and  authentic  of  all  writings  concerning  Egyptian 
history,  sheds,  even  in  its  present  mutilated  state,  a flood  of 
light  not  only  upon  the  mythological  dynasties  of  the  ori- 
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ginal  Manetho,  and  upon  those  of  his  Manes  and  other  kings, 
as  well  as  upon  the  additions  of  Ptolemy,  but  also  on  some 
of  the  phenomena  presented  by  the  monuments,  especially 
on  the  Thothmes  Chamber  of  kings.  Some  of  its  historical 
revelations  are  very  curious.  We  learn  from  it,  first,  that 
330  or  331  kings  were  rightly  named  to  Herodotus  as  having 
reigned  from  Menes  to  Sesostris  (Sesostris  here  being 
Rameses  III.),  but  that  their  years  when  added  up  together 
instead  of  being  above  11,000,  as  Herodotus  supposed, 
reckoning  each  king  as  a full  life-generation,  were  in  all 
only  3750.  Again,  it  shows  that,  instead  of  exaggerating, 
the  original  Manetho  had  greatly  curtailed  both  for  Lower 
and  for  Upper  Egypt  the  number  of  the  kings  before  Ra- 
meses III. ; and  that  for  Upper  Egypt  he  had  also  vastly 
curtailed  the  sum  of  their  years ; while  for  all  the  early 
kings  of  Lower  Egypt,  on  the  contrary,  whether  named  or 
omitted,  the  sum  of  their  years  was  not  only  given  in  full, 
but  with  some  exaggeration.  The  Papyrus  reveals  further 
— since  the  early  kings  of  Lower  Egypt,  of  whom  Manetho 
makes  xlix  in  six  dynasties,  were  really  no  fewer  than  (xlix 
-f  xl  = ) lxxxix  — that  either  the  local  dynasties  were  more 
numerous  than  Manetho  has  represented,  or  the  reigns  were 
shorter  by  one  half  or  nearly  one  half,  or  associations  in  the 
throne  were  continual ; or,  lastly,  two  or  three  such  causes,  but 
not  all  to  an  equal  extent,  may  have  concurred  together. 
At  the  lowest  the  kings  of  Lower  Egypt  would  have  reigned 
on  an  average  about  15  years  each.  But  respecting  the 
kings  of  Upper  Egypt  the  Papyrus  shows  that,  while  in 
those  groups  which  may  more  properly  be  called  dynasties 
they  seem  to  have  reigned  on  an  average  above  20  years  each 
(though  this  average  may  be  only  apparent  if  there  were 
many  associations),  there  was  also  a multitudinous  group  of 
no  fewer  than  (cxliii  -f  xix  = ) clxii  kings  who,  though  pos- 
sessing the  royal  title,  reigned  only  from  1 to  4 years  each. 
And,  the  whole  of  this  multitude  being  derived  from  the 
first  two  kings  of  Dyn.  XV  of  the  original  Manetho  (XII 
of  Ptolemy),  they  are  consequently  confined  for  their  extreme 
chronological  limits  between  the  commencement  of  the  last 
generation  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  and  the  end  of 
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its  Dyn.  XXYII,  that  is,  within  a space  ofless  than  (42  + 
184  = ) 226  years j though  Manctho  connects  with  them  the 
sum  of  only  184  years,  which  was  the  time  of  the  domination 
of  the  Shepherds  in  Lower  Egypt.  Besides  these  general 
results,  the  Papyrus  enables  us  to  make  out,  or  very  nearly, 
the  full  series  of  (ix  + ix)  xviii  reigns  out  of  which  Manetho 
has  made  his  Dyn.  XII  (V  of  Ptolemy)  of  only  ix  Elephan- 
tiuites,  with  248  years,  which  appears  to  have  been  the  true 
sum.  It  gives  us  again  the  full  list  of  the  reigns  answering 
to  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Ptolemy),  showing  that  in 
this  he  gave  all  the  first  vi  reigns,  but  suppressed  iv  short 
reigns  after  the  name  of  Nitocris,  while  he  added  to  the  sum 
total  of  the  dynasty  16  years,  its  true  sum  being  only  181. 
It  adds  historical  certainty  to  the  long  reign  of  Phiops  (Papa 
Maire)  of  94  years,  while  the  monuments,  marking  only  his 
16th  or  18th  year,  hint  a distinction  between  those  many 
years  which  he  must  have  reigned  previously  as  a local 
king  in  central  Egypt  and  the  last  21  or  22  of  his  life 
during  which  he  was  suzerain,  making  the  3rd  of  the  4 gene- 
rations of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  between  Snefrou 
and  Sesortasen  I.  In  him  we  recognise  the  Mocris  of  He- 
rodotus, the  first  Egyptian  king  “ who  did  anything  very 
remarkable,”  and  the  immediate  predecessor  as  suzerain  of 
the  earliest  Sesostris  the  conqueror  of  Nubia.  He  was 
born  in  B.C.  2074,  that  is,  85  years  after  the  birth  of  the 
patriarch  Abraham,  shortly  after  his  sojourn  in  Egypt,  and 
before  the  destruction  of  Sodom  and  Gomorrhah ; he  suc- 
ceeded to  the  title  of  local  king  in  central  Egypt  (his 
territory  including  the  Fayoum)  at  the  age  of  only  6 years, 
and  he  was  already  40  years  of  age  when  the  supremacy 
passed  from  Tanis  to  Memphis.  This  was  in  B.C.  2034  ; when 
Abraham  was  125  years  old,  and  Isaac  25  ; so  that,  if  the 
sculptures  of  the  first  two  Memphite  suzerains  Sahoura  and 
Snefrou  which  are  still  seen  at  the  copper-works  of  Wadi 
Mogara  in  the  Sinaitic  peninsula  and  elsewhere  are  really 
the  most  ancient  contemporary  inscriptions  known,  these 
earliest  of  Egyptian  monuments  are  to  be  referred  to  dates  for 
Sahoura  between  the  125th  and  144th  (b.C.  2034  and  b.c. 
2015),  and  for  Snefrou  between  the  144th  and  the  164th 
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year  of  Abraham,  (b.C.  2015  and  B.C.  1996).  The  numer- 
ous monuments  of  Papa  Maire  himself  will  belong  to  the  21 
years  between  the  164th  of  Abraham  (the  64th  of  Isaac  and 
the  4th  of  Jacob)  and  the  85th  of  Isaac  or  25th  of  Jacob 
(bc.  1997  and  B.C.  1975);  while  the  monuments  of  Sesor- 
tasen  I.  and  of  his  father-in-law  and  colleague  Amenemhe  I. 
will  belong  to  the  (16  +42  = ) 58  years  ending  in  B.c.  1932  in 
the  128th  of  Isaac,  which  was  the  68th  of  Jacob.  The  Turin 
Papyrus  has  preserved  also  the  sum  of  the  years  for  the  viii 
kings  of  Dyn.  XV  of  Manetho  (XII  of  Ptolemy),  so  that 
W3  can  make  out  with  general  certainty  the  reigns,  and  as- 
sure ourselves  that  the  43  and  the  16  years  nominally  given 
to  his  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Ptolemy)  are  really  to  be  restored 
and  added  to  the  160  of  his  Dyn.  XV,  which  has  been  im- 
properly curtailed,  though  after  this  restoration  there  is  an 
overplus  of  6 years,  its  true  hieratic  sum  being  213  not  219 
years.  In  the  case  of  this  dynasty  the  lists  of  Eratosthenes 
and  the  monuments,  which  are  numerous,  combine  their  evi- 
dence, so  as  to  enable  us  to  distinguish  the  successive  or 
chronological  years  underneath  the  gross  sum  made  by 
adding  up  the  reigns,  most  of  which  were  in  part  associate 
(see  p.  391).  The  Papyrus,  too,  in  conjunction  with  the 
monuments  and  with  the  lists  of  Ptolemy,  throws  light  on 
the  peculiar  character  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  Manetho  (XIV  of 
Ptolemy)  and  on  that  half  of  the  Thothmes  Chamber  which 
answers  to  it,  by  showing  both  that  it  was  derived  from  the 
first  kings  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Ptolemy),  that  it  was 
locally  connected  with  Nubia,  and  also  that,  unlike  other 
dynasties,  instead  of  a single  succession  it  consisted  of  a 
selection  from  a number  of  groups,  and  of  individual  kings, 
to  be  found  in  full  only  in  the  hieratic  lists. 

VI.  Lastly,  it  is  only  through  a previous  knowledge  of 
the  elements  entering  into  the  composition  of  the  Chronicle 
and  other  schemes  that  one  is  able  (p.  21)  to  decompose  with 
certainty  the  sum  of  48,863  years  mentioned  by  Diogenes 
Laertius  into  a prefixed  month  of  xxx  fictitious  Sothic  cycles 
and  an  uncyclical  sum  of  5033  vague  years  attached  to  it, 
which  last  is  the  Egyptian  reckoning  of  true  human  time  from 
the  beginning  to  Alexander,  that  is  from  April  22  in  B.C. 
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5361  to  Nov.  16  in  B.c.  332.  This  brief  but  invaluable 
summary  is  at  once  the  complement  of  all  preceding  recon- 
structions and  explanations  and  the  proof  of  their  accuracy. 

Besides  the  six  Egyptian  schemes  themselves,  which  thus 
illustrate  mutually  one  another,  the  knowledge  of  them  en- 
ables one  to  explain— upon  the  whole  satisfactorily — and  to 
account  for  the  relations  of  Herodotus  (p.  557-600)  and 
Diodorus  Siculus  (p.  619-679)  and  nearly  all  other  state- 
ments which  occur  in  different  authors. 

The  last  three  chapters  of  this  work,  in  which  some 
account  is  given  of  the  sacred  and  mixed  chronology  of 
Africanus,  of  Eusebius,  and  of  Anianus,  with  the  last  of 
whom  arc  associated  Panodorus  and  Syncellus,  may  be 
regarded  as  appendices  intended  to  enable  the  reader  to 
judge  with  more  accuracy  of  the  text  of  the  Egyptian  lists 
exhibited  by  each  of  these  writers.  The  knowledge  of  their 
peculiar  reckonings,  joined  to  that  of  the  six  schemes  pro- 
perly Egyptian,  enables  one  to  refer  nearly  all  the  different 
texts  and  variations  to  their  true  sources  and  connections, 
and  to  distinguish  all  such  readings  as  are  due  only  to  the  pen 
of  Eusebius  or  of  Anianus  from  the  genuine  text  or  variants 
of  one  or  other  of  the  Egyptian  Chronicles.  Moreover,  the 
scheme  of  Anianus  (though  historically  worthless)  supplies 
a true  connection  and  common  measure  of  heathen-Egyptian 
and  Christian  chronology.  Even  with  his  arbitrary  and 
illegitimate  reduction  of  the  old  Egyptian  to  his  own  sacred 
reckoning,  his  recognition  of  the  true  character  and  amount 
of  the  “ years  of  the  Cycle  ” thrown  up  by  the  Chronicle, 
and  his  ejection  of  483  years,  in  consequence,  from  his  Egyp- 
tian series  above  the  last  Persian  conquest  (p.  8),  is  ex- 
tremely valuable,  as  adding  at  the  end  of  all  the  testimony 
of  a native  Egyptian  and  Christian  writer  to  the  correctness 
of  that  observation  out  of  which  this  whole  work  originated, 
and  which,  however  like  a truism,  had  not  merely  been 
unnoticed  by  other  Jewish  and  Christian  writers  (so  far  as 
the  author  is  aware)  from  Josephus  downwards,  but  had 
been  contradicted  in  effect  by  them  all;  since  all  have 
treated  those  483  years  as  really  belonging  to  some  very 
early  period  of  Egyptian  history,  whether  before  or  after 
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Mcnes,  to  say  nothing  of  other  years  equally  unchronolo- 
gical  to  which  the  same  error  has  been  extended. 

It  is  to  be  regretted  that  Anianus,  instead  of  first  making 
out  his  own  sacred  scheme,  like  Eusebius,  and  then  forging 
such  an  Egyptian  scheme  and  such  a reduction  of  the  nomi- 
nal years  of  the  Chronicle  as  should  agree  with  it,  did  not 
do  with  the  whole  scheme  of  the  Chronicle  as  Africanus 
seems  at  one  time  to  have  done  with  one  length  of  the  lists 
of  Ptolemy,  namely,  take  it  as  his  guide,  so  as  not  to  depart 
from  it  unnecessarily,  or  upon  the  whole,  in  dealing  with 
those  parts  of  sacred  chronology  where  there  seemed  to  be 
breaks  in  the  Scriptures,  or  where  there  was  a variety  of 
conflicting  readings  or  reckonings  in  Jewish  and  Christian 
authors.  Perhaps,  if  he  had  understood  the  true  value  of 
the  nominal  years  of  the  Chronicle,  and  how  many  of  them 
in  all  were  really  reducible,  and  that  341  other  years  were 
not  to  be  reduced  as  months,  still  less  to  be  reckoned  as  full 
years,  but  to  be  ejected  as  fictitious,  he  might  have  noticed 
how  closely  the  true  chronological  sum  of  the  Chronicle  ap- 
proached to  that  made  by  Clemens  of  Alexandria  (he  differs 
in  one  of  his  reckonings  by  only  12  years),  and  might  have 
been  moved  by  so  close  an  agreement  to  make  the  Egyptian 
reckoning  his  standard  for  ruling  such  doubts  as  might 
account  for  the  difference. 

As  it  is,  that  scheme  of  sacred  chronology  which  has  been 
drawn  out  in  Chapter  I from  the  Greek  Scriptures  and  Jo- 
sephus harmonised  (p.  22 — 28)  must  be  viewed  (as  it  is  in 
truth)  as  a totally  separate  work,  unsupported  by  the  express 
concurrence  of  any  former  writer.  And  it  must  be  examined 
and  tested  without  any  regard  to  its  close  agreement  with 
the  Egyptian  reckoning,  which  was  not  yet  fully  understood 
by  the  author  when  it  was  first  made  out.  If,  however,  it 
should  stand  the  test  of  criticism,  or  if,  which  is  also  pos- 
sible, any  inaccuracies  discoverable  in  it  should  be  found  to 
balance  one  another,  the  discovery  of  an  independent  heathen 
reckoning  much  more  ancient  seemingly  than  the  fourteenth 
century  before  Christ,  and  so  probably  preserved  from  the 
very  beginning,  will  add  such  weight  to  that  sacred  reckon- 
ing with  which  it  coincides  that  it  will  have  a natural  claim 
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to  prevail  over  all  others ; and  there  will  no  longer  be  the 
same  objection  as  heretofore  against  reckoning  in  years  of 
the  world ; but,  on  the  contrary,  it  may  be  convenient  to 
reckon  profane  chronology  downwards,  in  terms  of  the 
movable  Egyptian  year  reduced  to  those  of  the  anticipated 
and  uncorrected  Julian  or  Canicular,  with  which  the  sacred 
reckoning  of  Hebrew  years  will  then  be  parallel,  provided  only 
some  eight  months  be  restored  at  the  head  of  the  Egyptian 
reckoning,  to  carry  it  back  from  the  movable  Thoth  1, 
which  in  n.C.  (5702  — 341  = ) 5361  was  at  April  22,  to  the 
fixed  Hebrew  commencement  of  Tisri  1,  in  the  autumn 
preceding. 

A few  words  must  still  be  added  respecting  the  monu- 
ments. What  may  be  learned  from  them  at  once,  and  on  a 
superficial  inspection,  has  been  stated  at  the  outset.  But 
the  reader  may  wish  to  know  also  how  they  bear  upon  the 
written  lists  and  chronicles,  after  these  latter  have  been 
studied  and  compared  together. 

First,  then,  besides  various  names — especially  those  of  the 
builders  of  the  three  great  pyramids  — identifiable  in  Ma- 
netho’s  Dynasties  X,  XI,  XII,  and  XIII  (III,  IV,  V,  and 
VI  of  Ptolemy),  the  monuments  have  made  known  some  at 
least  of  those  early  kings  of  Lower  Egypt  whom  Manctho 
has  banished  to  his  Manes,  and  as  many  as  19  or  20  kings 
of  Upper  Egypt  and  Nubia  belonging  to  his  anonymous 
Dyn.  XVI  (XIV  of  Ptolemy),  though  in  both  cases  a clue 
is  wanting  to  the  order  of  succession.* 

* Since  this  has  been  in  type,  M.  Mariette  (in  the  Revue  Archeologique  of 
July,  1860)  has  announced  the  discovery  near  Memphis  of  a priest's  tomb, 
containing  in  two  rows  as  many  as  forty  royal  cartouches.  Among  these  he 
thinks  he  finds  from  Dyn.  I (that  is,  of  Africanus)  one  name,  Miebaet ; from 
Dyn.  II  Kaiechos , Binothris , Sethcnes , Nephercheres , and  Sesochris ; from 
Dyn.  Ill  Necherophes , Soy  phis,  and  Siphuris ; from  Dyn.  IV  Shouphou , Ra- 
toichrs , and  Chaphra ; from  Dyn.  V Usercheres , Nephercheres , Mencherest 
Tate  her es,  and  Onnos;  and  from  Dyn.  VI  Othoes  and  Phiops.  Then  follow, 
he  says,  at  once  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XII,  preceded  by  two  names  ( Mentuhotep 
and  ^Iweni)  of  Dyn  XI,  and  followed  by  one  other  name  ( Ra-Sevek-kar ) 
either  of  the  same  dynasty  or  of  Dyn  XIV.  And,  lastly,  there  are  six  names 
(of  which  the  latest  is  Rameses  II.)  from  Dyn.  XVIII.  He  observes  that  the 
names  of  Dyn.  XII  with  the  other  three  inclosing  them  are  distinguished  by 
an  inversion  of  order,  the  name  of  Mentuhotep  being  placed  in  immediate 
juxtaposition  with  that  of  Amasis  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII.  He  adds  (though 
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There  is  also  a whole  line  of  names  in  the  Tablet  of 
Abydos  (now  in  the  British  Museum),  which  is  omitted 
by  Manetho,  and  which  may  perhaps  be  the  same  with  that 
group  of  xviii  kings  which  followed  next  after  Dyn.  XIII 
of  Manetho  (VI  of  Ptolemy),  in  the  hieratic  papyri.  The 
fourteen  names  still  preserved,  and  nearly  all  entire,  not 
having  been  given  elsewhere  in  the  body  of  this  work,  are 
here  subjoined.  They  read  as  follows  (the  first  seemingly 
was  preceded  by  12  other  cartouches,  now  broken  away):  — 
13.  . . . ef ; 14.  . . . neterkar ; 15.  Menkar-ra ; 16.  Ne- 
pherkar-ra ; 17.  Nepherkar-ra  Nebbi ; 18.  Tatkar-ra 

Mamou ; 19.  Nepherkar-ra  Chentou ; 20.  Meren-hor ; 21. 
Snepherkar ; 22.  Karen-ra ; 23.  Nepherkar-ra  Rerlou;  24. 
. . nepherkar ; 25.  Nepherkar-ra  Sab-en-Pepi  (or  Fepisneb); 
26.  Snepherkar  Annou.  After  these,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  lower  line,  there  were  eight  cartouches,  now  lost,  and 
then  five  names  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XV,  and  those  of  Dyn. 
XVIII  (XII  and  XVIII  of  Ptolemy). 

For  Manetho’s  earliest  “Diospolite”  dynasty,  Dyn. 
XIV  (XI  of  Ptolemy),  which  equally  with  his  Dyn.  XVI 
is  anonymous,  the  full  number  of  sixteen  names  — perhaps, 
indeed,  one  or  two  more  than  sixteen  — seems  to  have  been 
found  (p.  369);  and  of  these  thirteen,  at  least,  arc  exhi- 
bited in  the  Thotlimes  Chamber  of  Karnak,  in  their  true 
relative  order-  of  succession.  They  are  also  fixed  by  their 
tombs  to  have  been  strictly  and  locally  Diospolites,  in  like 
manner  as  the  kings  of  Manetho’s  Dynasties  X and  XI  (III 
and  IV  of  Ptolemy)  were  strictly  and  locally  Memphites. 

Respecting  the  war  with  the  Shepherds,  about  the  time  of 


the  known  names  indicated  scarcely  leave  room  for  so  many  new  name *)  that 
12  ont  of  the  40  cartouche*  are  new.  The  names  being  merely  a selection,  and 
the  tomb  itself  being  of  the  time  of  Rameses  II,  this  discovery  may  perhaps 
add  little  or  nothing  to  our  actual  knowledge.  Still  it  is  valuable  as  giving 
names  from  the  early  dynasties  in  their  proper  order,  the  dynasties  named 
or  indicated  by  M.  Marietta  according  to  the  numeration  of  Ptolemy  and 
Africanus,  being  really  Dynasties  VIII,  IX,  X,  XI,  XII,  XIII,  XIV>  XV, 
XVI,  and  XVIII  of  the  original  Manetho.  The  Shepherds  only  of  his  Dyn. 
XVII  (XV  of  Afric.)  arc  altogether  omitted  (as  was  sure  to  be  the  case),  the 
kings  of  Dyn.  XV,  with  others  of  the  Upper  Country  who  outlasted  them, 
being  no  doubt  intended  to  stand  out  prominently  as  the  only  legitimate 
claimants  of  all  Egypt  during  the  time  of  the  strangers. 
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the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  some  valuable  informa- 
tion has  been  preserved  by  contemporary  inscriptions,  and 
by  an  hieratic  papyrus.  In  particular,  the  name  of  the  local 
predecessor  of  Amosis  in  the  Thcbaid,  Ra-Sekenn,  is  ascer- 
tained ; and  it  is  one  which  appears  in  a corresponding  posi- 
tion both  in  the  Thothmes  Chamber  and  in  the  written  list 
of  Eratosthenes.  The  capture  of  Avaris,  which  Manetho 
puts  before  the  first  year  of  Amosis,  seems,  on  the  contrary, 
to  be  fixed  to  his  fifth  year  (p.  197);  and  the  name  of  one, 
at  least,  of  the  Shepherd  kings  has  been  found  on  sculptured 
fragments  in  the  ruins  of  Tanis,  and  found,  too,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  name  of  Sutech  (a  form  of  Typhon)  whom  the 
Shepherds  are  said  in  an  hieratic  papyrus  to  have  worship- 
ped to  the  exclusion  of  all  other  deities.  This  throws  light 
both  on  the  impiety  imputed  afterwards  to  them  and  to  their 
Memphite  tributaries,  and  on  the  assertion  of  Manetho  that 
Avaris  was  “ from  the  first  Typhonian,"  and  upon  the  state- 
ment made  in  other  words  to  Herodotus,  that  Egypt  for  150  • 

years  was  subjected  by  destiny  to  a Typhonian  influence. 

The  true  place  of  the  fifteen  years  suppressed  by  Mane- 
tho on  Dyn.  XVIII  is  fixed  by  the  monuments  of  the  Sun- 
worshippers  ; and  the  name  of  Chousan-Atin  with  one  or  two 
others  equally  omitted  by  the  lists  are  now  restored  with 
certainty  between  Amenoph  III.  and  Horus  (p.  177,  &c.). 

But  for  the  interval  between  Ilorus  and  Rameses  I.  monu- 
mental names  to  justify  or  to  replace  those  of  Manetho's 
lists  are  still  to  seek  (p.  218). 

In  Dyn.  XIX  Manetho  has  twice  consolidated  a number  of 
actual  reigns  of  which  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  had  made 
together  only  one  generation  ; and  he  has  besides  transposed 
one  king,  Rameses  III.,  and  blended  him  into  one  fabulous 
person  with  Seti  II.  the  first  legitimate,  but  not  the  first 
actual,  king  of  the  dynasty.  But  this  dynasty,  by  the  help 
of  the  monuments,  is  now  made  out  satisfactorily,  so  that 
both  the  small  number  of  five  generations  given  by  the 
Chronicle  to  its  194  years  is  explained  and  justified,  and  the 
incredible  reigns  assigned  for  it  by  Manetho  are  corrected 
and  filled  up  to  their  true  number  (pp.  222 — 234). 

The  Diospolites,  too,  of  Dynasty  XX  of  the  Chronicle 
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(pp.  235—241),  from  whom  Manetho  has  cut  off  93  of  their 
228  years,  transferring  them  to  a new  Tanite  dynasty  of  his 
own,  are  exhibited  by  the  monuments  with  their  full  num- 
ber of  viii  generations,  or  xii  actual  reigns,  though  the  order 
of  some  of  the  later  reigns  is  still  open  to  doubt  Whe- 
ther the  93  years  cut  off'  by  Manetho  really  belonged  con- 
currently to  a distinct  family  of  Tanites  (the  remaining  42 
years  of  his  Dyn.  XXI  are  certainly  transposed),  future 
discoveries  may  show. 

But  as  regards  the  nine  kings  of  Manetho’s  Bubastite 
Dyn.  XXII,  for  whom  he  gives  only  three  names  and  120 
years,  the  monuments  have  both  supplied  the  six  names 
wanting,  and  have  shown  that  the  nine  taken  together  had 
many  more  years  than  120,  so  as  to  correspond  rather  to 
the  two  Tanite  or  Bubastite  Dynasties  XXI  and  XXII  of 
the  Chronicle,  with  vi  and  iii  generations  respectively,  and 
with  121  and  48  years  (p.  244). 

Next,  the  monuments  enable  us  to  restore  Petubast,  put 
up  by  Manetho  over  the  heads  of  Osorchon  and  Psammis 
(these  two  reigns  are  Dyn.  XXIII  of  the  Chronicle),  to  his 
true  place  as  head  of  the  Saite  Dynasty  XXIV,  which  no 
doubt  had  three  kings  answering  to  its  three  generations  in 
the  Chronicle,  and  not  one  only  (p.  246). 

The  monuments  show  too  that  the  last  king  of  the  three 
Ethiopians,  Tirhakah,  reigned  on,  and  was  the  only  sovereign 
known  at  Memphis  many  years  after  the  date  assigned  for 
the  end  of  his  dynasty,  which  seems  to  have  been  that  of  his 
withdrawal  to  Napata.  So  that  there  would  be  no  room  left 
for  the  Sethon  of  Herodotus,  even  if  the  date  of  the  over- 
throw of  Sennacherib  had  not  been,  as  it  was,  much  earlier, 
and  soon  after  the  accession  of  Tirhakah  (pp.  248  and  578). 

In  Dyn.  XXVI  again  (p.  250),  though  it  needed  no  help 
from  the  monuments  to  set  aside  Manetho’s  first  three 
names,  help  was  absolutely  needed  to  fill  up  the  first  two 
generations  of  the  seven  of  the  Chronicle,  and  to  show  the 
historical  character  and  the  value  of  the  name  Ammeris 
prefixed  to  this  dynasty  by  Ptolemy,  and  preserved  only  in 
the  lists  of  Eusebius. 

The  pedigree  of  the  Chief  Architects  of  all  Egypt  (p.  593) 
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extending  over  a space  of  above  800  years  and  affording  at 
once  a correction  and  supplement  to  the  generations  reckoned 
by  Herodotus  from  Sesostris  (Rameses  IIL),  and  a proof  of 
the  true  length  of  the  interval  between  Shishonk  I.  and 
Amasis,  confused  by  the  transpositions  of  Manetho,  is  not  the 
least  valuable  nor  the  least  curious  of  those  comments  on 
the  written  lists  which  have  been  supplied  by  the  monu- 
ments. 

And  lastly,  it  is  remarkable  to  find  the  Apis-bulls, 
the  deification  of  which  when  living  was  the  very  climax 
of  religious  darkness  and  degradation,  serving  after  many 
ages  by  their  tombs  and  epitaphs  towards  the  illustration  of 
certain  points  in  sacred  history,  and  so  towards  the  glory  of 
God  and  of  His  truth.  Their  tombs,  the  earliest  of  which  as 
yet  found  (p.  217)  belong  to  the  middle  of  the  16th  century 
before  Christ,  present  a series  of  stelae  (often  dated)  with 
royal  names  almost  continuous  down  to  the  times  of  the 
Ptolemies  and  Caesars. 

The  author  is  well  aware  that  so  far  as  his  work  treats 
of  the  monuments  there  may  be  cause  for  regret  that  it  did 
not  originate  with  some  one  better  qualified.  Still  it  seemed 
impossible  to  leave  that  branch  of  the  subject  untouched 
without  disappointing  the  reader  in  his  natural  expectations. 
And  after  all  it  is  a question  only  of  a little  more  or  a little 
less  of  imperfection.  For  our  knowledge  of  the  monuments 
(even  the  knowledge  of  those  who  are  esteemed  authorities) 
being  as  yet  in  itself  imperfect  and  progressive,  the  utmost 
that  can  be  hoped  for  even  from  the  most  competent  writer 
is  that  he  should  state  fairly  the  results  already  obtained  at 
the  date  of  his  publication,  that  he  should  map  out  the 
ground  as  yet  unexplored,  and  that  he  should  give  a point 
to  further  researches  by  throwing  out  such  guesses  and 
theories  as  it  may  be  worth  while  for  others  to  take  pains 
either  to  establish  or  to  refute.  As  regards  then  this  part 
or  element  in  his  work  the  author  only  hopes  that  its  imper- 
fections may  not  so  preponderate  as  to  prevent  its  being 
found  on  the  whole  a useful  accompaniment  to  that  more 
essential  portion  which  treats  of  the  written  Chronicles. 
He  desires  at  the  same  time  to  return  thanks  to  all  those 
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from  whose  kindness  or  courtesy  he  has  received  any  assist- 
ance or  information.  Among  these  are  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Lieder 
at  Cairo,  M.  Mariette,  Dr.  Lepsius,  M.  De  Rouge,  and  Sir 
Gardner  Wilkinson.  Rut  his  more  particular  thanks  are 
due  to  Signor  Oreurti  at  Turin  for  facilitating  his  study  of 
the  Royal  Papyrus,  to  Professor  Brugsch  at  Berlin  for 
looking  over  with  him  his  verified  facsimile,  and  communi- 
cating some  valuable  remarks  of  his  own,  and  to  Mr.  Birch 
of  the  British  Museum  for  revising  that  English  recon- 
struction of  the  same  papyrus  which  is  now  printed  as  well 
as  for  many  other  kindnesses.  Of  the  use  that  has  been 
made  of  published  works  it  is  unnecessary  to  speak,  as  it 
will  appear  of  itself  whenever  they  are  named  or  referred  to, 
and  the  author  has  already  disclaimed  all  pretence  of  treating 
of  the  monuments  as  an  original  authority.  But  it  is  only 
fair  towards  one  eminent  and  talented  writer,  Baron  Bunsen, 
whose  theories  arc  not  much  favoured  by  the  Egyptian 
Chronicles,  to  acknowledge  (and  the  more  fully  on  that 
account)  how  greatly  the  author  has  been  indebted  to  his 
work.  Embodying  a3  it  does  quite  an  apparatus  of  neces- 
sary documents,  instrumental  treatises,  and  materials,  it  has 
been  invaluable  to  one  who,  from  living  an  unsettled  life,  has 
often  had  access  to  no  other  Egyptian  library  than  a bundle 
of  his  own  MS.  notes  and  such  few  books  as  he  could  carry 
about  with  him  in  his  portmanteau. 

And  now  it  may  be  asked  What  then  after  all  is  the  true 
place  of  Egypt  in  universal  history  ? In  order  to  receive  a 
reply  to  this  question  the  reader  shall  be  invited  to  go  up  in 
thought  to  the  area  of  the  Capitol  at  Rome  — the  spot  where 
Romulus  is  said  to  have  opened  his  Asylum  — within  a 
stone’s  throw  of  which  the  greater  part  of  this  work  was 
written.  And  first,  casting  a glance  up  the  steps  on  our  left 
as  if  to  the  six-columned  facade  of  J upiter  Capitolinus,  let  us 
reflect  on  the  prodigious  change  which  has  been  made  by 
Christianity.  Here  was  once  the  temple  to  which  Roman 
conquerors  ascended  in  their  triumphs ; to  which  not  the 
spoils  only  of  the  earth  with  its  chieftains,  but  the  very  gods 
of  the  nations  were,  in  a manner,  led  as  captives.  And  what 
was  it  — besides  or  under  the  name  of  Jupiter  — that  was 
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here  worshipped  by  the  conquerors  themselves  ? Their  own 
ancestor  Romulus  — the  offspring  of  violence  and  lust,  itself 
deified  as  Mars  — suckled  by  a wolf  — called  to  reign  by 
eagles  or  vultures — a leader  of  robbers  and  outcasts  — who 
cemented  the  foundations  of  his  new  city  with  the  blood  of 
his  brother.  They  worshipped  too  the  city  itself  — that  is 
their  own  spirit  of  pride,  cruelty,  ambition,  and  force,  perso- 
nified in  the  goddess  Roma. 

From  this  same  spot,  however,  a religion  has  gone  forth 
teaching  gentleness,  humility,  charity,  purity,  and  hope  after 
death.  It  has  gone  forth,  and  has  subdued  and  remoulded 
not  only  the  heathen  empire  of  the  Romans,  but  also  those 
barbarous  nations  of  the  West  and  North  by  which  that 
empire  was  finally  overrun.  We  see  now  on  the  Bite  of  the 
temple  of  Jupiter  a church  built  in  His  name  to  whom  as 
a man  the  sceptre  of  the  world  belonged  not  by  robbery  but 
of  right,  but  whose  birth,  and  infancy,  and  youth,  and  whose 
whole  life  of  beneficence,  and  lowliness,  and  patience,  and 
suffering  are  unspeakable  contrasts  to  the  filthy  and  cruel 
and  proud  fables  attaching  to  the  cradle  of  worldly  power. 
This  church  is  tenanted  by  the  votaries  of  chastity  and 
obedience,  and  more  especially  of  poverty  (connected  with 
it  is  the  chief  convent  of  the  Franciscans),  and  the  object  of 
popular  devotion  which  in  it  has  supplanted  Mars  and  Ro- 
mulus and  the  she-wolf  and  the  eagle  and  Jupiter,  and 
Rome  herself,  is  the  image — in  itself  a coarse  image  in  olive 
wood  from  Gethsemane — of  a new-born  child.  Let  any  one 
who  pleases  meditate  on  the  contrast  embodied  in  this  nativity 
as  the  germ  of  universal  empire. 

Here  then  we  are  at  the  very  centre  of  history,  the  source 
from  which  the  religion,  the  laws,  the  civilisation,  the  litera- 
ture, and  in  great  part  the  languages  of  the  West,  have  been 
evolved.  And  the  nations  of  the  West  have  now  attained 
such  a superiority  of  energy  and  influence,  that  through 
them  all  the  future  history  of  the  habitable  globe  is  linked 
to  Rome.  Looking  down  towards  the  Forum  and  the  sites 
of  the  Julian  and  JEmilian  Basilicas,  we  see  the  source  of  our 
civil  law.  To  our  right  is  the  Palatine  hill  with  those  ruins 
from  which  all  “ palaces  ” arc  named.  Just  behind  us  to 
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the  left  was  the  temple  of  Juno  Moneta,  whence  are  derived 
the  words  money  and  mint.  The  area  of  the  Senate-house 
below  our  feet  with  its  outer  porch  for  the  tribunes  of  the 
people,  and  the  remains  of  the  Rostra  and  the  Comitium,  in 
close  connection  beyond,  are  the  germs  of  all  our  mined 
forma  of  government.  The  columns  of  the  temple  of  Vespa- 
sian and  the  arch  of  Titus,  with  the  spoils  of  the  temple  of 
Jerusalem  still  borne  upon  it,  and  the  huge  Coliseum  in  the 
distance,  built,  in  part  by  the  labour  of  captive  Jews,  for  the 
triumphs  of  Christ,  remind  us  of  that  mysterious  dispensation 
by  which  the  kingdom  of  God  was  taken  away  from  the  first 
husbandmen  and  given  to  the  Gentiles,  while  Jerusalem, 
from  the  entry  of  the  Caliph  Omar  (in  a.d.  636-7),  is  trodden 
under  foot,  till  the  times  of  both  divisions  of  the  Gentiles 
now  (in  1860)  fulfilling  be  quite  fulfilled. 

Let  us  sit  down  either  here  in  the  Tabularium  fronting 
the  Forum,  or  in  the  corner  of  a garden  attached  to  those 
Prussian  houses  on  the  citadel  which  front  the  Palatine, 
and  let  us  ascend  in  thought  the  stream  of  time,  beginning 
from  this  spot  itself.  All  the  modern  world  runs  back  into 
the  Roman  Empire.  But  the  Roman  empire  — what  ac- 
count did  it  give  of  itself?  How  far  could  it  trace  its  own 
existence  ? and  what  knowledge  would  mankind  have  had  of 
its  own  origin,  and  of  the  growth  of  its  civilisation  and  its 
religions,  if  it  had  had  to  ask  only  of  Rome,  or  of  such 
sources  as  the  Romans  condescended  to  adopt  and  to  connect 
with  themselves? 

The  appearance  of  Rome  as  a power  cannot  be  put  higher 
than  the  war  with  Pyrrhus  in  Italy  (b.C.  280);  and  the 
fabulous  or  semi-fabulous  period  of  its  annals  hardly  ends 
before  the  burning  of  the  city  by  the  Gauls  (in  B.C. 
390).  But  even  if  we  go  up  to  Romulus,  we  are  no 
higher  than  the  middle  of  the  8th  century  before  Christ. 
Above  this  the  Romans  had  only  a genealogy  of  some 
thirteen  petty  kings  at  Alba,  descended  from  ./Eneas  and  a 
band  of  fugitives  from  Troy.  This  Greek  fable  takes  us 
back  430  years  more,  to  B.C.  1 183,  before  which  time  the 
gods  only,  as  Saturn,  Picus,  Faunus,  and  Hercules,  were 
thought  to  have  reigned  in  Italy.  So,  if  the  world  had  been 
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limited  to  merely  Roman  sources,  its  authentic  history  would 
scarcely  have  gone  back  four  centuries  before  Christ.  But 
by  passing  off  from  the  Romans  to  the  Greeks,  a kindred 
people,  whose  civilisation  and  greatness  was  earlier  than  that 
of  their  conquerors,  the  commencements  both  of  history  and 
of  fable  are  carried  back  somewhat  higher.  The  Greeks  had 
authentic  records  to  about  the  date  of  the  foundation  of 
Rome  — let  it  be  said  to  the  first  Olympiad,  — with  a mix- 
ture of  historical  traditions  and  fables  for  a further  space  of 
four  centuries,  up  to  Eratosthenes’s  date  for  Troy.  Above 
that  point  there  is  nothing  but  mere  fable,  and  some  lists  of 
reigns  or  genealogies  certainly  not  historical  but  embodying 
perhaps  traces  of  history.  So  they  counted  seventeen  ge- 
nerations and  698  years  from  Troy  up  to  the  foundation  of 
Argos ; and  another  Pelasgic  genealogy  carried  up  the 
kings  of  Sicyon  somewhat  higher;  while  some  hints  were 
given  which  might  serve  Italian  antiquaries ; as  when  it  was 
said  that  Thesprotus  and  Pelasgus  were  sons  of  Lycaon. 
This,  if  understood  of  the  earliest  Pelasgus,  might  imply 
that  the  Pclasgian  migration  into  Greece  and  Italy  took 
place  about  eighteen  generations,  making  as  was  pretended 
698  years,  before  Troy.  So  we  are  at  the  year  B.c. 
(1183  + 698  = ) 1881,  or  even  at  b.c.  (1250  + 698  = ) 1948. 
But  at  the  same  time  we  are  more  than  1100  years  above 
all  authentic  Greek  history ; and  the  origin  of  the  Greek 
gods  and  heroes,  of  their  very  names  and  worship,  is  put  in 
their  fables  not  only  in  the  space  between  Inachus  and 
Troy,  but  in  part  even  below  Troy,  in  the  space  before  the 
first  Olympiad. 

We  must  therefore  make  another  recommencement,  and 
pass  off  from  the  Greeks,  as  we  before  passed  off  from  the 
Romans,  into  that  Asiatic  empire  which  was  overthrown  by 
Alexander  the  Great,  and  with  which  the  Greeks  had  pre- 
viously been  in  contact  during  230  years.  Herodotus  then, 
“ the  father  of  history,”  who  flourished  about  B.C.  450,  a 
little  after  the  great  invasions  of  Greece  by  Darius  and 
Xerxes,  gives  such  notices  as  he  had  been  able  to  collect 
respecting  the  Lydian,  the  Median,  and  the  Babylonian  mo- 
narchies, all  of  which  were  subdued  by  Cyrus,  the  founder  of 
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the  Persian  empire,  as  also  respecting  the  kingdoms  of  the 
Assyrians  and  the  Egyptians  which  had  already  fallen  under 
the  attacks  of  the  Modes  and  the  Babylonians  before  they 
became  dependencies  of  Persia.  The  Lydian  kings,  by 
whom  the  Greek  cities  on  the  coast  of  Asia  Minor  had  been 
subjugated  in  the  6th  and  7 th  centuries  before  Christ,  he 
traces  back  from  the  capture  of  Sardis  by  Cyrus,  in  B.C. 
547,  to  the  accession  of  Gyges,  171  years  earlier,  in  B.C.  718. 
And  of  the  five  reigns  of  the  Lydian  “ Mermnadae  ” he  gives 
a detailed  account.  Before  them  he  places  a series  of  xxii 
other  kings  who  reigned  502  years,  the  first  of  them,  Agron, 
being  the  fourth  descendant  of  Hercules.  So  the  commence- 
ment  of  these  Ilcraclidae  would  be  in  b.c.  1220;  and  the 
birth  of  Hercules  himself,  four  generations  earlier,  might  be 
set  about  B.C.  1350,  since  elsewhere  Herodotus  says  that 
Hercules  was  900  years  before  his  own  time.  And  he 
mentions  still  earlier  Lydian  kings  of  the  time  of  Her- 
cules as  descended  from  Lydus,  the  son  of  Atys,  “ before 
whom  the  country  was  called  Masonia.”  The  names  of  the 
father  and  grandfather  of  Agron,  being  Ninus  and  Beliis, 
may  hint  that  the  Lydian  Heraclidaj  were  really  a branch  from 
the  first  kings  of  the  Assyrian  empire.  The  kings  of  the 
Modes,  who  were  subjected  to  the  Persians  in  B.C.  559  by 
Cyrus,  Herodotus  traces  back  for  150  years  (28  being  in- 
cluded during  which  a horde  of  Scythians  were  masters  of 
Upper  Asia);  and  of  each  of  the  four  Median  reigns  he  gives 
some  details.  So  the  epoch  at  which  the  Medes  and  the 
Babylonians  became  independent  of  Nineveh  seems  fixed  by 
him  to  B.C.  709,  before  which  time  the  Assyrians  of  Nine- 
veh, he  says,  had  ruled  all  Upper  Asia  during  a space  of 
520  years.  Some  later  writers  have  526  years.  So  that 
the  Assyrian  empire  should  have  begun  about  B.C.  (709  + 
520=)  1229,  or  a little  earlier,  which  agrees  well  with  the 
date  assigned  for  the  commencement  of  the  Lydian  line  of 
Agron,  derived  from  Ninus  and  Bclus.  But  the  local 
kingdom  of  Nineveh  or  Assyria,  and  that  of  Babylon  too, 
may  be  allowed  to  have  been  much  more  ancient  than  the 
Assyrian  empire  properly  so  called,  though  Herodotus  says 
nothing  of  their  earlier  kings,  just  ns  we  know  from  He- 
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rodotus  that,  after  the  Assyrian  empire  had  ended,  the 
kings  of  Assyria  still  reigned  on  in  Nineveh,  their  own 
capital,  which,  after  having  been  once  before  all  but  taken 
and  unexpectedly  delivered  by  the  irruption  of  the  Scythians, 
was  at  length,  on  their  expulsion,  reduced  by  Cyaxares  and 
Nebuchadnezzar.  And  in  fact  later  writers,  as  Ctcsias, 
who  was  physician  to  Artaxerxes  Mnemon,  and  who  ended 
his  Assyrian  history  in  B.C.  398,  went  back  with  lists  of  As- 
syrian and  Babylonian  kings  and  dynasties  to  the  year  B.C. 
2009,  or  even  higher.  And  the  mythological  reckonings 
of  Berosus  and  Alexander  Polyhistor  (who  was  the  freed- 
inan  of  Sylla)  ended,  as  it  seems,  and  their  historical  lists 
began,  as  far  back  as  1903  years  before  Alexander,  that  is, 
in  B.c.  (330  + 209  + 68  + 141  + 526  + 215  +458  +62?  + 
224  = ) 2233.  But  these  lists,  those  of  Ctesias  at  least,  were 
mere  lists  of  names ; and  if  we  are  to  judge  of  them  from 
the  excessive  average  length  of  the  reigns,  and  from  the  ac- 
knowledgment that  nothing  was  known  of  the  kings,  they 
can  scarcely  be  regarded  as  historical.  For  Egypt  Hero- 
dotus distinguishes  a space  of  “ less  than  900  years  ” be- 
tween his  own  time  and  the  death  of  Moeris,  “ the  earliest 
king  who  did  anything  to  be  recorded.”  But  he  fails  to 
make  out  any  connected  account  of  the  eight  or  nine  cen- 
turies so  specified.  His  consecutive  notices  of  Egyptian 
history  begin  only  with  the  Saite  kings  who,  in  the  7th  cen- 
tury before  Christ,  first  engaged  a corps  of  Greek  merce- 
naries, and  opened  the  Canopic  mouth  of  the  Nile  to  Greek 
traders;  while  before  Sesostris,  and  his  predecessor  Moeris, 
he  has  a fable  of  330  generations  of  kings  in  lineal  succes- 
sion, who  were  all  faineants,  but  who  reigned,  as  he  sup- 
posed, or  as  he  was  given  to  understand,  during  a space  of 
above  11,000  years. 

Such  being  the  account  which  heathen  antiquity,  as  known 
to  us  through  the  Greeks  and  Homans,  had  to  give  of  itself, 
going  back  with  a detailed  narrative  in  no  case  much  above 
seven  centuries  before  Christ,  nor  even  with  lists  of  kiturs 
really  consecutive  and  historical,  it  is  certainly  no  slight 
accession  to  our  knowledge,  when  we  find  the  Egyptian 
chronicles  taking  us  back  with  specific  details,  and  even  with 
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contemporary  monuments  and  inscriptions,  above  2000  years 
before  Christ ; and  with  lists  of  names  manifestly  historical 
and  some  well  marked  facts  200  years  higher;  and  even 
above  the  epoch  of  Menes  (b.c.  2224),  up  to  within  a few 
months  of  the  creation  itself,  exhibiting  an  exact  measure  of 
time;  agreeingwith  the  Alexandrian  LXX  and  Josephus  har- 
monised; showing  the  epoch  of  the  Flood  marked  accurately, 
though  unnamed  (22P>3  movable  years  and  6 months,  or 
2262  Canicular  years,  below  the  beginning);  and  with  a 
number  of  generations  of  deified  antediluvian  and  postdilu- 
vian ancestors  before  Menes  agreeing  very  closely  with  that 
in  the  Sacred  Scriptures. 

Nor  is  this  a slight  addition  to  our  interest,  that  in  re- 
mounting the  course  of  time  it  is  not  till  we  have  reached 
the  age  of  Homer,  and  have  nothing  more  remaining  in 
Greek  antiquity  but  mere  fables,  that  we  find  ourselves  just 
entering  upon  the  latest  part  of  a long  period  of  seven  or 
eight  centuries  during  which  Egypt  was  the  chief  power  of 
the  world.  Owing  to  the  peculiar  character  of  its  people, 
to  the  abundance  of  materials  fit  for  sculpture  and  building, 
to  the  climate,  in  which  nothing  seems  to  decay,  and,  above 
all,  to  the  care  bestowed  on  the  preservation  of  the  dead 
and  on  the  decoration  of  their  tombs,  the  Egyptians,  for  nine 
or  ten  centuries  before  the  death  of  Solomon,  are  actually 
in  some  respects  better  known — at  any  rate,  they  are  more 
vividly  and  more  minutely  brought  before  the  eye — than 
the  Greeks  and  Romans  of  classical  times,  or  even  than  our 
own  Saxon  and  Norman  ancestors.  Their  manufactures, 
their  clothes,  their  works  of  art,  their  tools  and  instruments, 
their  household  implements  and  furniture,  are  in  many  cases 
preserved.  Their  occupations  and  amusements,  indoors  and 
out,  their  processes  of  agriculture  and  of  art,  their  crops  and 
their  cattle,  their  hunting,  fowling,  and  fishing,  their  battles 
and  sieges,  their  chariots  and  horses  on  land,  their  vessels 
on  the  water,  their  buildings  and  gardens,  their  entertain- 
ments, their  religious  and  other  public  ceremonies,  and 
especially  all  that  relates  to  embalming  and  sepulture,  and 
to  the  soul  after  death,  are  represented  either  by  painting 
alone,  or  by  painted  sculptures,  with  every  variety  of  de- 
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tail.  Jewellery  of  the  16th,  and  even  of  the  19th  century 
before  Christ,  ivory  and  alabaster  boxes  and  vases,  and  even 
a royal  diadem  in  gold,  of  the  time  of  the  patriarch  Jacob, 
a literary  work  on  morals  written  during  the  life  of  Abra- 
ham, the  actual  copy  and  papyrus  being  not  much  later, 
and  other  like  curiosities,  seem  so  astonishing,  that  one  is  at 
a loss  to  think  what  is  to  be  found  next.  And  in  point  of 
history,  there  are  contemporary  inscriptions  and  sculptures 
recording  the  establishment  of  copper  works  in  the  Sinaitic 
peninsula,  with  victories  over  some  local  tribes,  during  the 
life  of  Abraham,  above  2000  years  before  Christ;  there  arc 
records  again,  half  a century  later,  of  the  earliest  Egyptian 
conquests  in  Nubia;  and  from  the  18th  century  before 
Christ,  while  the  Hebrews  were  multiplying  under  bondage, 
inscriptions  already  alluded  to  above  are  preserved,  recording 
extensive  conquests  both  in  Asia  northwards  as  far  as  Nine- 
veh, and  southwards  among  the  black  tribes  of  inner  Africa, 
with  representations  of  the  different  races,  Asiatic  and  * 
African,  showing  their  dresses,  their  complexions,  and  the 
tributes  imposed,  among  which  one  sees  gold-dust,  ivory, 
leopards  in  cages,  monkeys,  ostriches,  and  camelopards. 

But,  after  all,  it  is  not  merely  the  comparatively  remote 
antiquity  to  which  Egyptian  history  ascends,  nor  the  abun- 
dance of  minute  details  vividly  brought  before  us  by  the 
monuments  and  tombs,  that  constitutes  its  main  interest.  It 
is  conceivable,  though  it  is  not  true  in  fact,  that  authentic 
and  minutely  detailed  histories  should  have  been  preserved 
by  other  nations,  as,  for  instance,  by  the  Etrurians,  the 
Aztecs,  or  the  Chinese,  and  that  some  of  these  should  have 
gone  back  even  to  the  first  settlement  of  their  respective 
countries.  Yet  the  importance  of  such  histories  would 
have  been  as  nothing  compared  with  that  of  the  peoples  and 
empires  out  of  which  modern  Christendom  has  been  formed. 
It  is  not  in  the  mere  knowledge  that  such  a race  has  possessed 
this  or  that  country  so  long,  with  such  a form  of  religion  and 
government,  and  with  such  manners  and  customs,  and  that  it 
has  passed  through  such  or  such  varieties  of  fortune,  that  the 
essence  of  history  consists ; nor  even  in  the  knowledge  of  such 
literature,  philosophy,  religion,  art,  commerce,  and  civilisa- 
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tion  as  may  be  conceived  by  possibility  to  have  existed 
among  outlying  peoples.  What  makes  the  true  interest  and 
importance  of  history  is  its  more  or  less  near  connection 
with  the  final  ends  and  relations  of  ourselves  and  of  that 
humanity  of  which  each  one  of  us  is  a part.  This  religious  in- 
terest it  is  which  alone,  in  the  highest  and  truest  sense,  is 
political  and  philosophical,  though  it  be  little  thought  of  by 
the  politicians  and  philosophers  of  the  world.  It  is  because 
the  people  of  God  was  from  the  time  of  Nebuchadnezzar 
downwards  contained  within  the  great  empire  of  the  world, 
mixed  up  with  it,  and  subjected  to  its  rulers,  that  so  high 
and  direct  an  interest  attaches  to  the  four  successive  empires 
of  the  Babylonians,  the  Persians,  the  Macedonians,  and  the 
Romans.  And  for  later  times  the  interest  of  secular  his- 
tory, as  distinct  from  ecclesiastical,  is  in  principle  the  same. 

It  is  only  from  such  a point  of  view  that  the  importance 
of  Egyptian  history  can  be  rightly  appreciated.  The  first 
step  towards  appreciating  it  is  to  consider  that  inward  an- 
tagonism and  outward  combination  of  natural  and  super- 
natural good  and  evil  which  has  been  working  from  the 
beginning,  and  that  Divine  appointment  by  which  both  in- 
animate creation,  in  all  its  parts  and  in  innumerable  ways, 
and  living  creatures  too,  and  men,  cities,  and  nations,  are  at 
once  what  they  are  in  themselves,  and  also  often  types  and 
emblems  of  other  and  greater  things  beyond  themselves. 
For  as  a man  paints  different  objects,  and  instructs  children 
with  words  and  colours,  so  the  Almighty  Creator  makes 
creation  itself,  and,  what  is  more  wonderful,  even  free  human 
agents  and  nations,  to  be  types  and  anticipations  pregnant 
with  divine  instruction. 

From  the  confusion  of  tongues  downwards,  but  more 
especially  from  the  reign  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  Babylon,  the 
city  of  confusion,  was  the  appointed  and  lively  symbol  of 
all  other  capitals  and  empires  and  of  that  city  or  society  of 
the  evil  world  which  were  to  be  developed  out  of  the  Baby- 
lonian empire,  or  were  to  succeed  it  in  course  of  time,  and 
to  stand  in  the  same  relation  to  the  Church,  whether  He- 
brew or  Christian,  as  it  had  stood,  containing,  and  in  some 
respects  oppressing  it,  as  by  a captivity.  But  for  the  sig- 
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nificancy  of  Egypt  and  Egyptian  history  we  go  back  to  a 
still  higher  and  earlier  antagonism  than  that  between  Baby- 
lon and  Jerusalem,  between  the  world  and  the  Church. 
Egypt  takes  us  back  to  the  very  beginning  of  the  world 
and  of  mankind,  and  exhibits  the  whole  anticipatory  outline 
of  that  awful  drama  which  began  with  the  Fall,  and  with 
the  death  of  our  first  parents,  and  will  end  only  with  the 
Resurrection,  and  the  final  triumph  of  the  Second  Adam. 

First,  in  the  country  itself  there  is  something  typical,  by 
which  it  is  the  Paradise  of  this  world,  and  the  contrast  to 
that  “Desert”  into  which  the  Church  flees  from  persecu- 
tion, and  in  which  she  is  nourished  and  preserved  from  her 
pursuer.  Like  the  garden  of  Paradise,  the  rich  black  soil 
of  Egypt  produces  almost  spontaneously  double  crops  and 
the  most  abundant  harvests.  But  its  fertility  is  caused  not 
by  the  fourfold  river  of  life,  but  by  a river  which  with  its 
seven  streams  and  mouths  symbolises  the  great  dragon  of 
the  waters,  with  seven  heads  antagonistic  to  the  seven  horns 
and  seven  eyes  of  the  Lamb.  Its  abundance  of  bread,  then, 
is  like  that  of  the  cities  of  the  plain  which  were  overthrown 
with  fire  and  brimstone  from  heaven.  And  it  is  expressly 
joined  with  them  when  the  world  subject  to  Satan  is  spoken 
of  as  “ Sodom  and  Egypt,  in  which  also  the  Lord  was  cru- 
cified.” 

Such  being  the  typical  character  of  the  country  itself,  its 
history  is  in  accordance  with  the  same.  Not  only  was  the 
devil  suffered  to  develop  in  Egypt  from  the  earliest  times, 
and  on  the  greatest  scale,  that  false  religion  and  idolatry  by 
which  the  nations  have  been  deceived,  and  that  proud  and 
cruel  and  blasphemous  tyranny  by  which  they  have  been 
enslaved,  but  these  developments  of  evil  were  brought  into 
close  contact  and  combination  with  the  divine  economy  of 
mercy  and  long-suffering  which  was  working  for  good.  No 
sooner  was  Abraham,  the  father  of  the  faithful,  called  out  of 
the  apostasy  of  the  postdiluvian  world,  than  he  was  sent 
down  into  Egypt ; and  the  Egyptians,  whose  idolatry  was  not 
yet  perhaps  fully  developed,  were  warned,  as  it  were,  and 
plagued  with  moderate  plagues,  for  the  sake  of  the  Church, 
which  at  length  they  are  to  let  go  free  and  untouched,  bear- 
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ing  with  her  the  spoils  of  the  world,  to  her  heavenly  Bride- 
groom. And  two  centuries  later,  before  the  nation  and  its 
rulers  were  exhibited  as  the  obdurate  and  permanent  ene- 
mies of  God,  and  their  land  as  the  kingdom  of  darkness,  the 
Patriarch  Joseph,  himself  a type  of  Christ,  was  sold  into 
Egypt,  not  only  to  make  known  in  the  most  striking  way 
the  Divine  power  and  mercy,  but  also  to  reform  and  reclaim 
them  (if  that  had  been  possible)  with  all  the  influence  of 
worldly  authority.  So  he  ruled  them  for  eighty  years,  “ in- 
forming the  counsellors  of  Pharaoh  after  the  will  of  God, 
and  teaching  his  satraps  wisdom.”  And  his  memory  was 
held  in  honour,  by  the  Shepherd  suzerains  at  least,  for  fifty 
years  after  his  death.  During  all  this  time  the  Spirit  of  God 
strove  with  men,  who  were  not  finally  moulded  into  special 
vessels  of  wrath  and  types  of  evil  till  they  had  also  been 
visited  with  repeated  warnings  of  judgment  and  mercy,  and 
had  had  a long  time  given  them  for  repentance,  and  had  re- 
jected the  most  extraordinary  invitations.  But  after  their 
hearts  had  turned  so  that  they  hated  the  Lord’s  people,  when 
a new  dynasty  arose  which  had  not  known  Joseph,  the  II  e- 
1 rews  (and  in  t!  em  the  future  Church)  were  oppressed  in 
Egypt  for  ninety-four  years  with  a most  bitter  and  cruel 
bondage,  till  at  length,  after  plagues  foreshadowing  what 
are  yet  to  come  in  the  last  days,  the  power  and  pride  and 
malice  of  the  chief  empire  of  the  world  and  its  king  were 
overwhelmed  in  the  passage  of  the  Red  Sea,  when  Israel 
saw  their  enemies  dead  on  the  sea-shore,  to  afflict  them  no 
more  for  ever. 

Yet  all  these  events,  so  great,  so  sublime,  so  awful  in  them- 
selves, and  the  actors  in  them  too,  as  Joseph,  and  Moses, 
and  Pharaoh,  and  the  two  peoples  of  Israel  and  Egypt, 
were  but  pictures  and  types  of  other  events  and  persons  and 
peoples  far  greater,  which  lay  beyond  in  futurity.  One 
might  have  thought,  certainly,  that  after  the  Exodus,  what- 
ever symbolism  was  to  attach  to  Egypt,  it  was  now  perfect, 
and  that  Egypt  henceforth  would  be  named  only  in  reference 
to  the  past,  as  having  been  not  as  still  being  a mysterious 
embodiment  of  the  kingdom  of  darkness.  But  the  contrary 
was  the  case.  And  this  was  shown  to  be  so  when  Christ, 
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the  true  Joseph,  was  taken  down  in  his  infancy  into  the 
literal  Egypt,  as  if  otherwise  the  Scripture  would  not  have 
been  adequately  fulfilled,  which  said,  “ Out  of  Egypt  have 
I called  my  Son.” 

Bearing  now  in  mind  the  typical  character  of  the  land 
itself  and  its  people,  let  us  take  a brief  survey  of  its  reli- 
gion in  its  relation  to  the  Creator  of  the  world,  and  to  Satan, 
and  to  the  destinies  of  mankind. 

To  the  eye  of  the  mere  carnal  man  there  is  at  first  sight 
a parallelism  between  the  religion  of  the  old  Egyptians  and 
that  of  the  Hebrews  and  of  the  Christians,  which  is  im- 
posing, and  which  may  even  be  turned  against  Catholic 
Christianity.  What  is  still  more  striking  is  this,  that  in  a 
number  of  points  their  religious  developments  seem  to  go 
beyond  those  of  the  Hebrews,  and  to  be  anticipations  of 
whtft  was  only  after  many  ages  to  be  manifested  in  the 
Christian  Church. 

The  Egyptians  claimed  for  themselves  to  have  been  the 
first  of  all  men  to  name  the  gods,  to  set  up  altars,  temples, 
and  images,  and  to  offer  sacrifices : and  though  this  claim, 
if  taken  to  the  letter,  and  understood  of  all  the  points  men- 
tioned, is  certainly  false,  still  it  may  be  true  that  they  were 
really  the  first  to  invent  names  of  false  gods,  other  than  de- 
ceased ancestors,  that  they  were  the  first  to  build  temples,  to 
raise  altars  of  hewn  stone,  and  to 'institute  stated  national 
worship  and  sacrifices  with  a ritual,  a kalendar,  and  sacred 
books,  under  a sacerdotal  caste,  and  that  other  nations 
learned  and  imitated  these  institutions  from  them.  Nay,  it 
may  be  admitted  further  that  many  details  of  the  cere- 
monial law  of  Moses  were  borrowed  from  Egypt. 

In  their  theology  they  named  first  three  deities  which 
answer,  in  some  sense,  to  the  three  Divine  Persons  in  the 
doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  an  unoriginated  father  (I’hthah),  a 
son  of  that  father  (Ha)  of  whom  the  visible  sun  was  the 
symbol,  and  a divine  spirit  ( Cneph).  Then,  with  a certain 
correspondence  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Incarnation,  there  was 
a deified  humanity  from  which  all  mankind  was  derived, 
which  was  slain  by  its  enemy,  and  in  which  all  the  scattered 
members  were  to  be  collected  together  and  renewed  through 
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a 8on — a son  of  the  woman  — who  was  no  other  than  the 
original  humanity  itself,  and  in  whom  it  was  to  triumph 
eventually  over  its  adversary.  The  mysteries  of  the  death 
and  passion  (to  -naBrj)  of  Osiris,  and  the  lamentation  of 
Isis,  were  celebrated  annually  in  Egypt,  with  images,  ritual 
ceremonies,  readings  and  singings,  lights,  processions,  and  a 
representative  embalming  and  burial,  much  as  the  cere- 
monies of  Holy  Week  are  now  celebrated  by  Christians. 
Isis,  the  deified  woman,  the  “great  mother,”  and  the 
“ queen  of  heaven,”  answered  to  her  who  obtains  similar 
titles  and  worship  in  the  Christian  Church.  Then  there 
were  a multitude  of  lesser  deities — deified  ancestors — to 
whom  worship  was  paid,  anticipating  the  Saints,  and  other 
spirits  and  powers  which  may  be  compared  to  the  Angels. 
All  these  had  their  peculiar  names  and  associations,  and 
their  supposed  spheres  of  influence  and  patronage.  They 
had  their  images,  too,  like  the  images  and  sacred  pictures  of 
the  Christians.  Nor  did  the  parallel  stop  here;  but  a spe- 
cial influence  or  inhabitation  of  the  image,  and  special  pre- 
ferences of  particular  images  were  recognised,  like  what  is 
heard  of  miraculous  images  and  pictures  now.  Nor  did  they 
shrink  from  avowing,  that  the  will  and  device  or  feeling  of 
men  had  the  power  to  attract,  as  it  were,  into  images  of 
their  own  fabrication  divine  spirits  and  influences,  as  is  ex- 
pressed in  a remarkable  passage  of  St.  Augustine  (De  Civi- 
tate  Dei , lib.  viii.  c.  23)  of  which  the  following  is  a transla- 
tion : — 

“ The  Egyptian  Ilermes,  whom  they  call  Trismcgistus, 
thought  and  wrote  [of  images}  differently  from  Apuleius. 
Apuleius  denies  them  to  be  gods.  But  that  Egyptian  makes 
a distinction,  and  says  that  some  deities  are  originated  by 
the  chief  god,  others  by  men.  lie  asserts  that  visible  and 
palpable  images  are,  as  it  were,  embodiments  of  deities ; and 
that  they  are  inhabited  by  spirits  which  enter  into  them  on 
human  invitation,  and  have  a certain  power.  To  establish, 
then,  by  certain  methods  an  association  between  these  in- 
visible spirits  and  visible  objects  made  of  bodily  matter  he 
says  is  to  make  gods;  and  he  asserts  that  this  great  and 
wonderful  power  of  making  gods  has  been  actually  received 
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by  men.  So  that,  as  the  father  and  lord,  or  by  whatever 
name  they  call  the  supreme  god,  has  made  other  eternal  and 
celestial  gods  like  himself,  so  human  nature  also  should  make 
its  own  gods  after  the  likeness  of  its  own  countenance. 
Knowest  thou  not,  O Imhotep  (so  he  continues),  that  Egypt 
is  an  image  of  heaven,  or  rather,  I should  say,  that  in  it  is 
brought  down  and  repeated  all  that  is  done  in  heaven ; and 
that,  in  a word,  our  country  is  the  temple  or  sanctuary  of 
the  whole  world  ? ” 

With  such  an  outward  parallelism,  it  is  no  wonder  if  some, 
as  the  Mahometans  and  the  Jews,  and  others  besides  them, 
blinded  by  hereditary  aversion  and  voluntary  ignorance, 
identify  either  absolutely,  or,  with  a doubtful  qualification, 
Catholic  Christianity  with  Pagan  idolatry.  And  it  is  clear 
that,  so  long  as  a man  goes  no  further  in  the  matter  than  to 
assert  the  existence  of  a positive  prohibition,  equally  bind- 
ing on  Jews  and  Christians,  and  notoriously  acknowledged 
and  obeyed  since  the  Babylonish  Captivity  by  the  Jews,  but 
as  plainly  set  aside  by  the  Christians,  it  is  impossible  to  de- 
fend Catholic  Christianity  against  the  Mahometan  or  the 
Jewish  objector.  If  there  be  nothing  else  that  makes  the 
essential  difference  between  piety  and  idolatry  but  the  letter 
of  an  outward  law,  then  indeed  there  is,  so  far,  no  diffe- 
rence between  Christian  and  Pagan  idolatry.  But  this 
goes  too  far;  since  in  that  case  the  heathens,  who  with- 
out any  positive  prohibition  made  and  honoured  symbolical 
images,  were  so  far  guiltless,  and  only  the  Jews  and  the 
Christians  are  guilty,  if  they  do  that  which  to  them  is  for- 
bidden. But  if,  apart  from  any  positive  prohibition,  there  be 
a radical  antagonism  and  contrariety  between  the  Pagan 
system  and  the  Christian,  not  in  respect  of  images  only,  but 
in  all  those  points  in  which  the  two  systems  seem  at  a dis- 
tance to  be  like  and  parallel,  then  it  is  to  be  considered  on 
what  authority  it  is  so  positively  asserted  that  not  the  spirit 
only  but  the  letter  of  the  outward  prohibition  of  images  is 
binding  on  the  Christian  Church,  though  she  herself  teaches 
a contrary  interpretation. 

What,  then,  is  the  essential  difference  between  the  true 
religion  and  the  false  (the  false  meaning  here  heathenism), 
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both  in  the  whole,  anil,  by  consequence,  in  all  details? 
What  is  that  point  which,  after  making  the  most  of  their 
likeness  and  parallelism,  is  observable  at  once  as  a plain  con- 
trast, intelligible  to  all?  It  is  this,  that  in  heathenism  the 
idea  of  sin,  in  its  strict  sense,  as  an  offence  against  a personal 
Creator  and  Lord,  is  absent,  and  with  it  the  ideas  of  punish- 
ment threatened  by  his  justice,  and  of  reconciliation  offered 
by  his  mercy.  The  Almighty  is  thus  left  out,  and  indirectly 
denied,  and  the  author  of  sin  and  evil  is  indirectly,  and  so 
far  as  is  possible,  worshipped  in  his  stead.  Indirectly,  and 
so  far  as  is  possible.  It  is  important  to  attend  to  these 
words,  that  the  nature  of  the  false  religion  may  become  in- 
telligible. To  deny  God  absolutely  was  impossible,  when 
all  nature,  and  the  constitution  of  man  himself,  and  of 
human  society,  proclaimed  Him,  and  represented  under  an 
infiuite  variety  of  symbols  His  acts  and  attributes.  On  the 
other  hand  no  finite  being,  though  he  were  the  first-created 
of  all  angels,  and  though  in  glory  and  power  he  transcended, 
to  any  conceivable  degree,  all  other  created  beings,  could 
measure  himself  directly  with  his  Maker.  Satan  himself 
could  not  either  dissemble  the  existence  of  the  Divine  attri- 
butes, or  claim  them  all  as  his  own,  and  say  of  himself, 
“ I am  the  eternal,  the  infinite,  the  almighty,  the  creator 
and  preserver  of  all  things  both  material  and  spiritual,  who 
will  punish  sin  and  its  author,  and  who  have  provided  a re- 
conciliation for  sinners.”  Between  two  men,  or  between 
any  other  two  creatures  or  objects  which  are  at  all  like  and 
equal,  there  may  be  a question  of  identity,  which  is  which, 
or  of  competition  and  of  rival  claims.  But  between  God 
and  a creature  this  is  impossible  even  to  imagine.  In  what 
way,  then,  could  the  serpent  take  to  himself  the  honour  of 
God,  and  cause  God  to  be  virtually  denied  by  men  ? In 
this  indirect  way  only,  if  admitting  the  existence  of  the 
Divine  operations  and  attributes  he  could  lead  men  to  forget 
or  deny  that  they  belong  to  a separate  pre-existing  per- 
sonality, and  to  associate  them  with  the  universe,  so  that  the 
general  idea  of  the  w orks  of  God,  through  which  His  attri- 
butes are  known,  should  be  taken  to  be  itself  God.  One 
general  idea  being  thus  made  of  God  and  creation  together. 
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there  was  no  longer  for  the  heathen  any  manifest  contradic- 
tion or  absurdity  in  ascribing  to  the  Divine  U niverse,  within 
which  God  Himself  was  mentally  included,  and  as  it  were 
imprisoned  and  enslaved,  those  infinite  powers  and  attri- 
butes which  could  not  be  claimed  to  himself  by  any  single 
separate  being.  This  is  what  is  rightly  named  Pantheism : 
and  in  spite  of  the  seeming  variety  and  inconsistency  of  false 
religions  (in  which  Judaism  and  Mahometanism  are  not  now 
included,  being  rather  like  heresies)  Pantheism  is  the  ori- 
ginal source  out  of  which  they  have  all  arisen,  and  the  com- 
mon principle  and  spirit  into  which  they  may  all  be  resolved. 
Nay  even  Judaism  and  Mahometanism  too,  and  all  Chris- 
tian sects  and  heresies,  whether  the  outward  form  of  a 
Church  be  preserved  or  not,  after  the  first  mad  and  fierce 
fanaticism  of  their  rebellion  or  separation,  subside  for  their 
permanent  basis  either  into  Pantheism  itself,  or  into  a 
“ Catholicism,”  or  Universalism,  which  repeats  against  the 
Church  the  same  process  of  denial  by  inclusion  which  hea- 
thenism first  devised  against  God,  and  from  a similar  neces- 
sity. Put  in  the  first  ages  of  the  world,  the  universe  itself 
having  been  substituted  for  a supreme  and  distinct  Creator, 
it  followed,  as  a consequence,  that  all  its  parts  and  powers, 
from  the  most  ancient  and  powerful  of  spirits  down  to  men 
and  beasts,  and  to  the  lowest  of  creeping  things  on  the 
earth,  and  even  to  plants  and  inorganic  bodies,  were  inhe- 
rently divine,  and  were  all  capable  of  being  made  the  ob- 
jects even  of  an  outward  worship.  And,  this  being  so,  all 
the  worship  which  was  so  paid,  under  whatever  names  of 
deities,  and  with  whatever  forms,  redounded,  indirectly  at 
least,  to  the  true  author  and  suggester  of  the  delusion,  and 
to  his  subordinate  ministers. 

Such  being  the  false  religion,  even  if  one  deity  were 
named  first  as  the  eternal  self-originating  father,  the  source 
of  all  other  forms  of  being,  with  other  attributes  of  the  true 
God,  and  with  no  other  name  than  simply  “ God  ” (o  6s'os), 
which  seems  to  be  the  case  with  the  Egyptian  Phthah,  still 
this  deity,  not  being  the  creator  of  matter  by  his  own  free 
will,  but  confusedly  co-ordinate  with  it,  and  the  author  only 
of  its  forms  and  changes,  and  that  under  necessity,  is  not 

d 4 


Digitized  by  Google 


lxii 


INTRODUCTION. 


really  like  (which  could  only  be  if  he  were  identical  with) 
the  First  Person  in  the  Blessed  Trinity,  but  the  highest  and 
nearest  and  so  also  the  most  blasphemous  approach  towards 
a direct  particular  antagonism  (that  is,  if  there  were  any 
real  being  underneath).  And  this  is  well  shown  when  it 
results  as  by  necessary  consequence  that  if  on  the  one  hand 
the  “ lord  and  father  and  supreme  god  ” of  the  Egyptian 
theology,  that  is  Phtkah,  is  called  the  source  of  all  other 
deities  and  of  the  forms  of  all  things,  on  the  other  hand  and 
from  another  point  of  view  he  may  be  said  himself  to  be  the 
offspring  of  mud  (see  p.  5 1 ).  In  the  same  way  if  II a,  the  sun- 
god,  is  called  the  Firstborn,  the  son  of  Phthah,  who  does  the 
same  things  with  his  father,  and  equally  with  him  forms  and 
rolls  the  egg  of  the  universe,  still  that  original  blasphemy 
by  which  the  father  himself  was  only  conjointly  with  matter 
eternal,  and  subject  to  necessity,  is  reproduced  in  the  son  who 
is  of  the  same  nature  ; and,  what  is  more,  the  visible  ma- 
terial sun  being  regarded  not  only  as  the  symbol  but  as  the 
coeval  tabernacle  or  body  of  Ra,  the  son  of  the  Egyptians 
is  not  strictly  co-eternal  with  his  father,  but  is  so  begotten 
that  time  measured  by  the  visible  sun  begins  with  his  exist- 
ence. Of  the  divine  spirit,  Cneph,  which  proceeds  from  the 
father  and  the  son,  and  does  the  same  things  with  them  both, 
forming  like  them  the  mundane  egg,  and  moulding  as  a 
potter  out  of  clay  the  first  man,  the  like  holds  good.  And 
in  this  also  there  is  a distinctive  peculiarity  in  the  pantheistic 
trinity,  that  not  only  is  it  possible  (in  virtue  of  the  co-eter- 
nity of  matter)  to  refer  each  of  the  three  deities  to  a mother 
without  a father,  but  also  to  invert  their  order,  so  that  when 
Cneph,  the  spirit,  forms  the  egg  of  the  universe  Phthah 
himself  is  said  to  issue  from  the  mouth  of  Cneph.  And 
whatever  is  said  of  any  one  deity,  it  is  said  only  from  one 
point  of  view ; and  from  another  point  of  view  the  same 
may  be  said  of  almost  every  other;  and  almost  all  divine 
titles  and  attributes,  not  only  of  these  three  but  also  of  the 
inferior  human  deities,  are  variable  and  interchangeable  with 
an  endless  and  inextricable  confusion. 

If  we  descend  to  Osiris  and  Isis,  Typhon,  and  Ilorus,  who 
seem  to  present  a parallel  to  Adam  and  Eve,  to  the  enemy 
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who  slew  Adam,  and  to  the  seed  of  the  woman  who  over- 
comes the  enemy  and  reunites  into  one  body  the  members 
of  the  slain  Adam,  the  likeness  vanishes,  and  only  a fright- 
ful transposition  of  parts  and  characters  remains  when  it  is 
noticed  that  according  to  the  Egyptian  myth  there  is  neither 
sin  in  the  man  who  is  slain,  nor  in  the  woman,  nor  any 
suggester  of  disobedience,  nor  any  judgment  upon  all  three, 
nor  promise  of  mercy  to  the  woman  and  her  husband  as  to 
sinners.  But  human  nature  is  slain,  as  if  under  some  blind 
destiny,  by  an  enemy  whose  malice  is  spontaneous,  the 
enemy  insinuated  being  the  true  God.  It  is  from  destiny 
too,  not  from  the  promise  of  a just  but  merciful  judge,  that 
the  woman  expects  a seed,  not  to  atone  for  the  sin  but  to 
avenge  the  wrongs  of  the  first  father,  and  to  overcome  in 
some  sense  that  enemy  who  inflicted  death.  This  seed  then, 
in  the  fullest  and  ultimate  sense,  is  equivalent  to  antichrist, 
since  the  enemy  to  be  overcome  is  no  other  than  He  who 
first  inflicted  the  penalty  of  death,  who  drowned  mankind 
with  a flood,  and  who  scattered  over  the  earth  the  members 
of  that  humanity  which  he  had  slain.  All  this  the  Egyp- 
tians ascribed  to  the  malignant  deity  Typhon.  And  the 
deified  humanity  which  they  worshipped  was  not  the  true 
seed  of  the  woman  who  is  at  once  the  propitiation  for  sin, 
and  the  second  Adam,  the  Lord  from  heaven,  giving  resur- 
rection to  them  whom  he  has  redeemed  and  incorporated 
into  his  own  body ; but  it  is  the  first  Adam  himself,  whose 
hope  of  self-vindication  and  victory  lies  not  in  a Divine 
Incarnation,  but  in  the  power  of  natural  generation,  by 
which  the  race  condemned  to  die  escapes  as  it  were  for  ever 
out  of  the  hands  of  its  enemy,  till  all  forms  and  beings 
under  the  wheel  of  destiny  having  run  their  round  of  gene- 
rations and  changes  are  reabsorbed  into  the  primaeval  ele- 
ments of  Phthah  and  mud,  thence  to  repeat  the  same 
changes  over  again.  The  Egyptians  then  worshipped  the 
dead  Adam  instend  of  Christ  the  Living  Spirit;  and  they 
worshipped  the  powers  of  natural  generation,  especially  the 
male  principle  in  men  and  beasts,  with  its  obscene  emblems 
and  accompaniments,  parading  as  a sacred  mystery  the  irre- 
verence of  their  ancestor  Ilam.  And  Isis  their  “ universal 
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mother  ” and  “ queen  of  heaven,”  instead  of  resembling  the 
Church  or  the  immaculate  Mother  of  God,  was  in  one 
aspect  (when  identified  with  matter  with  the  attribute  of 
maternity)  a deification  of  mud ; and  in  another  aspect,  as 
the  first  woman  the  sister  and  wife  of  Osiris,  she  was  the 
deification  of  the  dead  Eve,  without  any  confession  of  sin,  or 
any  other  hope  than  that  of  multiplying  through  her  daugh- 
ters a succession  of  sons  all  living  but  to  die. 

But  it  was  after  death  that  the  most  terrible  and  signifi- 
cant of  contrasts  was  exhibited.  It  must  certainly  be  con- 
fessed that  some  truths  which  were  rather  veiled  to  the 
mere  intellect  and  imagination  among  the  Hebrews  — 
though  they  lay  at  the  root  of  all  their  religion,  and  were 
implied  whenever  they  named  the  “ God  of  their  fathers,” 
or  “ the  God  of  Abraham” — were  brought  out  prominently 
and  painted  in  lively  representations  in  the  Egyptian  tombs. 
The  continuance  of  the  soul  after  death,  its  judgment  ac- 
cording to  its  observance  or  breach  of  the  moral  law  written 
on  the  conscience  of  mankind,  the  comparative  happiness  of 
the  good  who  are  acquitted  or  “ justified,”  and  the  torments 
of  the  bad,  are  all  portrayed.  There  is  the  balance  exactly 
trimmed,  with  the  feather  of  Ma  in  one  scale  and  the  heart  of 
the  deceased  containing  his  works  in  the  other : there  is  the 
recording  deity  Thoth  with  his  pen  and  his  scroll  on  which  is 
written  every  word  and  deed  of  every  year  and  day  and 
hour  of  the  life  now  passed.  The  accuser  also  is  present. 
The  Judge  is  seated  at  the  further  end  of  the  hall ; and  on 
one  side  are  the  42  assessors,  representatives  from  all  parts 
of  the  Egyptian  world,  looking  on  and  taking  part  in  the 
judgment.  The  deceased,  conducted  by  the  conductors  of 
souls,  is  seen  entering  at  the  doorway.  The  view  of  the 
preparations  for  the  trial,  the  balance,  the  accuser,  the 
written  record,  the  assessors  and  the  judge,  with  the  thoughts 
of  his  own  conscience,  are  overwhelming ; he  cannot  face  the 
sight,  but  covers  his  eyes  with  his  hand.  Here  then  at  any 
rate  there  is  a striking  parallel  to  the  truth,  or  rather  the 
truth  itself.  And  scenes  not  unlike  mediaeval  representations 
of  hell  and  purgatory  are  painted  perhaps  in  the  same 
chamber.  But  what  underneath  all  this  is  the  true  sense 
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and  purpose  ? Why  should  the  father  of  lies  and  blasphe- 
mies and  of  all  impurity  set  before  the  eyes  and  imaginations 
of  his  votaries  so  true  and  wholesome  a warning?  Why  should 
he  cause  them  to  proclaim,  and  in  so  impressive  a way,  that 
moral  law  which  he  is  constantly  tempting  men  to  break, 
and  join  with  it  the  ideas  of  trial  and  most  rigid  justice,  even 
though  the  true  Lawgiver  and  Judge  be  absent,  and  the 
tremendous  contrasts  of  happiness  and  tortures,  which  even 
though  prepared  by  destiny  are  still  to  be  suffered  or  en- 
joyed ? The  answer  is  not  far  to  seek.  We  need  only 
notice  the  form  in  which  the  soul  replies  to  its  accuser.  It 
mentions  no  propitiation ; it  knows  no  hope  of  mercy ; it 
makes  no  excuses.  When  that  ordeal  which  was  so  terrible 
even  at  a distance,  but  which  was  inevitable,  has  commenced, 
when  the  records  of  Thoth  are  referred  to  and  the  accusations 
heard,  it  replies  to  each  only  by  a categorical  and  reiterated 
denial.  “ I have  not  done  this  ; no,  nor  this,  nor  this  and 
so  on.  And  having  denied  a long  list  of  crimes  objected 
with  great  accuracy  and  minuteness  the  soul  is  justified 
(except  in  some  rare  cases)  by  the  flattery  of  the  living,  and 
is  represented  in  another  scene  as  conducted  to  behold  the 
face  of  the  gods  of  the  lower  world.  But  at  the  same  time 
there  is  an  insinuation  underneath  that  if  any  one,  even  the 
least,  of  those  accusations  were  perchance  true  — if  any  one 
of  those  reiterated  and  absolute  denials  were  false  — if  but 
so  much  of  guilt  existed  as  could  turn  the  scale  against  a 
feather — there  was  no  resource,  and  no  hope  for  the  soul, 
which  must  then  become  the  prey  of  its  accuser.  Thus  did 
he  who  is  the  true  enemy  of  mankind  mock  his  victims,  and 
only  for  the  sake  of  this  fiendish  irony  exhibit  among  the 
dead  truths  which  among  the  living  it  was  his  constant 
study  to  obscure. 

The  Judge  too — since  some  appearance  of  a judge  was 
necessary  to  the  idea  — and  the  felicity  of  being  presented  as 
justified  to  the  gods  are  in  keeping  with  the  same  mockery. 
For  he  who  is  set  as  judge  is  no  other  than  Osiris  the  first 
and  dead  Adam,  whose  sentence  cannot  absolve  those  who 
are  already  condemned  in  himself,  whose  hope,  whether  for 
himself  or  for  his  descendants,  consists  only  in  this,  that  they 
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may  live  on  in  a manner  through  generations  successively 
begotten  and  successively  dying.  So  the  dead  were  gathered 
to  their  fathers  and  to  their  gods,  and  “Osirified”or  incorpo- 
rated into  the  dead  Adam.  After  this  it  may  be  felt  what 
resemblance  there  was  in  truth  between  the  mysteries  of  the 
passion  of  Osiris  and  the  ceremonies  of  Holy  Week,  between 
the  lamentation  of  Isis  and  the  sorrows  of  the  Virgin  Mother 
and  of  the  Church  whose  soul  was1  pierced  with  a sword 
beside  the  Cross. 

The  parallelism  of  the  worship  and  deification  ascribed  by 
the  Egyptians  to  their  dead  ancestors  with  the  worship  and 
invocation  of  Christian  Saints  shows  on  a nearer  view  the 
same  contrariety.  The  ancestors  of  the  Egyptians,  as  for 
instance  the  xii  antediluvian  patriarchs  called  in  the  Old 
Chronicle  Gods,  and  the  VIII  postdiluvian  called  Demigods, 
share  the  deification  of  the  first  Osiris  (Seb  in  the  Chronicle) 
in  virtue  of  their  unity  with  him,  and  he  shares  deification 
with  the  created  universe  in  which  empty  names  and  a dung- 
beetle  (the  symbol  of  Phthah)  and  the  serpent  and  mud  are 
worshipped,  but  the  Creator  of  men  and  angels  is  omitted  or 
made  to  share,  to  share  too  after  changing  places  with  the 
enemy  and  murderer  of  mankind.  But  the  Christian  Saints 
and  Martyrs  are  not  thus  honoured  in  connection  with  a 
denial  of  God  and  with  blasphemy,  nor  as  dead  ancestors, 
for  having  been  the  propagators  of  a natural  life  which  they 
themselves  have  lost,  but  as  living  members  of  Christ  the 
Second  Adam  into  whom  they  have  been  incorporated,  and 
by  union  with  whom  they  are  quickened  and  glorified  and 
in  a certain  sense  deified.  And  these  not  apart  from  God 
but  in  God  and  Christ  and  only  by  their  prayers  to  the  true 
God  (which  one  idea  is  a subversion  of  all  heathenism)  help 
forward  the  Church  on  earth  towards  the  same  glory.  Those 
other  spirits  and  powers  too  which  the  Egyptians  worshipped 
and  with  which  they  dealt  by  their  magicians  and  oracles,  if 
they  were  anything  at  all,  were  devils,  rebels  against  God, 
and  intent  only  on  seducing  men  into  and  fixing  them  in 
their  own  rebellion,  and  on  counteracting  the  designs  of 
Divine  mercy.  But  the  Angels  of  God  who  are  honoured 
and  invoked  by  Christians  are  His  faithful  servants  and  His 
ministers  towards  them  that  shall  be  heirs  of  salvation. 
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Lastly,  the  temples  and  altars  and  sacrifices,  the  institu- 
tion of  the  priesthood,  the  worship  and  ceremonial,  the  sacred 
books  and  pictures  used  and  honoured  by  the  Egyptians, 
were  all  in  and  for  the  sake  of  their  blasphemous  Pantheism ; 
but  the  churches,  the  altars,  the  priesthood,  the  sacrifice,  the 
worship,  the  ceremonial,  the  sacred  books,  the  sacraments, 
and  the  images  and  pictures  of  the  Christians,  being  insti- 
tuted by  God  or  by  his  Church,  are  used  and  honoured  in 
and  for  the  sake  of  the  true  faith. 

After  all,  there  is  such  a complexity  in  human  nature 
that  even  they  whose  minds  and  consciences  seem  most 
darkened,  who  by  their  birth  and  nationality  are  most  fixed 
in  ignorance,  and  prejudice,  and  hatred  against  the  truth, 
have  within  them  all  the  while  an  undercurrent  of  ineffectual 
knowledge  and  conscience  which  makes  them  at  times  bear 
witness  arjainst  themselves.  In  the  case  of  the  ancient 
Egyptians  this  is  shown  by  the  extreme  sensitiveness  with 
which  they  distorted,  or  related  by  contraries,  and  shifted  to 
unhistoricnl  dates,  all  that  bore  upon  their  relations  to  the 
Hebrews,  to  the  Shepherd  kings,  and  even  to  their  Mem- 
phite tributaries.  The  land  of  Goshen  or  Avaris  was,  as 
we  have  seen,  “ Typhtmian  from  the  beginning.”  Egypt 
during  the  time  of  the  Shepherds  and  the  Hebrews  was 
subjected  by  destiny  to  a Typhonian  influence,  and  oppressed 
by  impiety  and  tyranny.  The  king,  Aincnophis,  returned 
from  the  Red  Sea  “ without  a battle,”  as  not  daring  to  con- 
flict with  some  evil  but  superior  deity,  and  fled  with  the  gods 
of  Egypt  and  the  sacred  animals  to  Ethiopia,  when  destiny 
had  decreed  a certain  time  of  power  to  the  J/icrosolymitcs. 
And  before  that,  out  of  fear  of  evil  consequences  to  Egypt, 
to  the  king,  and  to  himself,  from  oppressing  “the  lepers,"  the 
prophet  Amenoph,  the  son  of  Pepi,  had  been  driven  even  to 
suicide.  And  again,  among  their  fables  there  was  one  that 
once  all  the  gods  (the  gods,  that  is,  of  Kgypt  and  of  heathen- 
ism) in  terror  of  Typhon  hid  themselves  from  him  under 
the  forms  of  different  animals.  Such  was  the  way  in  which 
they  themselves  would  sometimes  account  for  the  origin  of 
their  worship  of  brute  beasts,  and  birds,  and  fishes,  and 
creeping  things  of  the  earth;  by  a fable  which  in  one 
instance  at  least  was  literally  verified,  when  the  legion  of 


Digitized  by  Google 


lxviii 


INTRODUCTION. 


devils  — not,  however,  without  first  obtaining  permission  — 
entered  into  the  herd  of  swine.  But  the  most  remarkable 
hint  of  latent  knowledge  and  conscience  is  found  in  a story 
told  somewhere  of  the  ancient  Egyptians  to  this  effect ; that 
when  things  went  very  much  amiss,  when  they  found  no 
benefit  from  their  sacrifices,  nor  from  their  magical  arts  and 
divinations,  nor  could  obtain  help  or  relief  from  the  demons 
whom  they  served,  they  would  sometimes  turn,  as  it  were, 
upon  their  deceivers.  And,  first  taking  the  sacred  animals 
of  the  temples  out  of  sight  (that  the  people  might  not  be 
scandalised),  they  would  secretly  whip,  and  torment,  and 
even  kill  them,  as  if  thereby  they  might  afflict  and  compel 
the  spirits  with  which  they  were  associated.  And  if  this 
failed  they  would  as  a last  resource  threaten  the  gods  them- 
selves, crying  to  them  that  they  would  “shake  the  heavens 
that  they  would  “ reveal  the  secret ; ” and  this  threat  was 
their  last  and  most  potent  adjuration.  That  is,  in  plain 
words,  they  threatened  that  they  would  be  no  longer  accom- 
plices ; that  they  would  upset  the  whole  establishment  of 
imposture  and  falsehood;  and  would  publicly  confess  that  the 
gods  of  Egypt  were  only  miserable  devils  and  dead  men, 
powerless  before  another  whom  they  had  called  the  enemy 
and  Typhon,  but  who  nevertheless  was  the  Almighty  and 
the  only  true  God. 

Viewed  in  its  most  important  aspect,  as  representing  the 
kingdom  of  darkness  upon  earth,  Egypt  besides  a general 
unity  with  other  heathen  empires,  and  a special  pre-eminence 
among  them  all,  has  also  an  historical  connection  with  those 
four  great  empires  which  it  anticipated  as  having  once  like 
them  included  and  oppressed  the  Lord’s  people,  which  it  far 
surpassed  in  its  religious  antagonism,  in  which  it  was  finally 
merged  and  incorporated,  and  together  with  which  as  part 
of  the  Homan  world  it  was  subdued  by  the  Fifth  Empire 
of  the  Church.  But  it  has  also  two  more  particular  points 
of  junction  and  relationship  to  the  earliest  and  the  latest 
forms  of  that  Greek  and  lloman  heathenism  which  Chris- 
tianity supplanted.  And  these  deserve  to  be  noticed. 

First,  the  polytheism  (perhaps  of  other  nations  also  but 
certainly)  of  the  Greeks  and  Romans  was  borrowed  origin- 
ally from  Egypt.  Herodotus  tells  us  distinctly  of  a time 
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when  the  Pelasgian  ancestors  of  the  Greeks  knew  only  in  a 
general  way  “ the  Divine  Nature  (to  Oelov),  the  Gods  (rovs 
t)eoi>s),  or  God  (rov  6eov),n  the  plural  form  not  implying 
originally  or  of  necessity  any  false  religion,  any  more  than 
the  Hebrew  Elohim),  but  had  no  idea  of  particular  deities, 
nor  names  for  them.  He  says  also  that  all  or  almost  all  the 
names  of  the  Greek  gods  were  Egyptian ; that  their  use 
came  in  only  gradually,  and  was  at  first  a matter  of  doubt, 
till  the  oracle  of  Dodona,  founded  and  served  by  two  black 
or  dark  Egyptian  priestesses,  having  been  consulted,  it 
answered  that  the  new  names  were  to  be  received.  And 
even  after  that,  he  continues,  they  knew  little  more  of  the 
gods  than  the  mere  names,  till  the  poets  Homer  and  Hesiod 
and  others  added  a multitude  of  fables,  and  gave  some  dis- 
tinctness to  their  persons  and  characters.  The  institution  of 
sacrificing  and  making  libations  with  prayers  was  no  doubt 
older  among  the  Pelasgians,  and  derived  to  them  in  common 
with  the  Egyptians  themselves  from  the  patriarchal  religion. 
But  the  earliest  style  of  Greek  architecture  accords  with  the 
assertion  of  the  Egyptians  that  altars  in  hewn  stone  and 
temples  were  from  them;  since  the  Doric  column  shows  plain 
traces  of  an  Egyptian  origin.  The  heathenism  of  the  Greeks 
and  Romans,  however,  viewed  as  a positive  religion,  was 
always  of  a very  loose  and  superficial  kind,  consisting  partly 
of  the  remains  of  a vague  superstition,  but  chiefly  of  poetical 
fables  animating  and  embellishing  the  life  of  a world  which 
knew  neither  God  nor  hope,  but  only  nature  and  their  own 
passions.  Among  the  Romans  it  was  also  a political  impos- 
ture. And  it  is  only  by  reverting  to  its  source  in  Egypt 
that  the  original  and  proper  depth  and  system  and  the  intense 
impiety  of  the  false  religion  can  be  understood. 

The  end  of  the  false  religion — in  opposition  to  that  of  the 
true — being  to  glorify  the  enemy  by  leading  men  and  nations 
more  and  more  astray  from  God,  and  enslaving  them  to  evil 
lusts,  this  end  was  not  only  aimed  after  in  Egypt  through 
an  outward  ceremonial  and  a powerful  priesthood,  with  the 
worship  of  everything  in  the  world  except  the  true  object  of 
worship,  but  it  was  especially  sought  and  attained  by  the 
deification  and  worship  of  the  living  ruler.  The  monarch 
was  the  keystone  of  the  whole  fabric.  To  him  the  deceiving 
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serpent  — the  dragon,  to  whom  the  religion  as  such  be- 
longed — delegated  his  own  seat,  his  power,  and  great 
authority.  That  evil  character  of  pride,  ambition,  selfish- 
ness, and  cruelty,  which  the  false  religion  naturally  formed 
was  enthroned  and  deified  in  him.  As  the  centre  of  human 
society,  the  source  of  that  law  and  order  without  which 
society  itself  could  not  exist — nor  consequently  its  highest 
forms  of  perversion  be  developed  — the  monarch  was  not 
inappropriately  compared  to  the  sun.  And  he  was  not 
merely  so  compared  metaphorically,  but  he  was  actually 
worshipped  as  the  earthly  Sun-god.  The  kings  of  Egypt 
from  very  early  times  took  the  title  of  Ph-Ra  or  Pharaoh, 
which  is  the  name  of  the  Sun-god  with  the  article  prefixed. 
And  as  the  throne-name  nearly  always  commenced  with  the 
symbol  of  the  sun,  Ra,  so  the  personal  name  was  preceded 
by  the  title  Si-Ra,  “ Son  of  lia,”  so  that  if  one  puts  the 
two  together  they  may  be  rendered  equally  and  indifferently 
“ Sun-god,  son  of  the  Sun-god,”  or  “ Pharaoh  the  King,  Son 
of  Pharaoh  the  King  ” who  preceded  him.  '1  hey  took  also 
separately  the  title  “ God  ” (Artcr) ; and  the  name  of  a 
deceased  king  is  constantly  followed  by  the  title  Neter 
Nepher  “ the  Good  God.”  And  as  they  took  both  the  abs- 
tract title  “ God,”  and  also  the  particular  title  of  the  Sun- 
god,  which  corresponded  in  their  theology  to  the  Second 
Person  of  the  Blessed  Trinity  in  the  true,  so  also  in  relation 
to  the  human  economy  the  king  took  during  life  the  title  of 
“ Horus ; ” that  is,  he  claimed  to  be,  or  to  represent  in  his 
generation,  the  expected  seed  of  the  woman,  the  god-man 
who  should  avenge  the  wrongs  of  humanity  and  overcome 
the  enemy,  the  great  hope  of  the  world,  and  the  Giver  of 
Life  to  the  world,  that  is  Antichrist. 

So  complete  was  the  absorption  of  all  into  the  person  of 
the  monarch,  that  no  word  answering  to  people,  such  as  was 
familiar  to  the  Greeks  and  Latins  as  well  as  to  the  Hebrews, 
is  known  to  have  existed  in  the  Egyptian  language.  That 
vein  of  thought  and  feeling  which  runs  through  the  Psalms 
of  David,  not  only  noticing  the  existence  and  the  rights  of 
the  poor  and  the  oppressed,  but  making  it  the  special  at- 
tribute of  the  righteous  and  merciful  Lord  and  of  the 
religious  king  to  watch  over  them  and  do  them  right,  and 
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which  dwells  on  anticipations  of  food  to  be  measured  to  the 
hungry,  rest  to  the  weary,  comfort  to  the  afflicted,  exaltation 
to  the  depressed  and  lowly,  and  discomfiture  and  abasement 
to  the  cruel  and  the  proud,  is  the  most  remote  than  can  be 
conceived  from  the  tone  and  attitude  of  an  Egyptian  king. 
This  latter  meets  and  embraces  the  gods  themselves  in  his 
sculptures  more  as  a brother  and  an  equal  than  with  any 
humility  as  a worshipper.  He  receives  from  them  all  that 
can  gratify  his  own  pride  and  ambition.  They  give  to  him 
never-ending  life,  and  the  empire  over  all  the  world:  they  give 
him  victory  over  all  his  enemies,  and  put  their  necks  under 
his  feet : and  he  on  the  other  hand  massacres  in  their  pre- 
sence “ his  vile  enemies.”  And  as  with  the  people  below,  so 
with  the  gods  themselves  who  might  seem  to  be  above  ; the 
delegation  of  their  honour  to  the  king  as  their  living  repre- 
sentative or  embodiment  is  so  complete,  that  at  the  very  first 
sight  of  the  walls  and  sculptures  of  any  Egyptian  temple  the 
beholder  is  struck  by  the  impression  that  the  king  its 
builder  is  not  only  one  of  the  gods  of  Egypt,  and  of  that 
temple,  but  that  he  has  a far  greater  share  in  it  than  all  the 
gods  to  whom  it  is  ostensibly  dedicated,  and  than  all  the 
gods  of  Egypt  put  together. 

The  same  blasphemous  titles,  and  the  same  deification  and 
worship,  with  temples,  altars,  sacrifices,  libations,  and  incense 
to  their  honour,  passed  from  the  Egyptian  Pharaohs  to  the 
Ptolemies,  and  at  length  to  the  Homan  emperors  in  the 
time  of  Herod,  under  whom  Christ  was  born.  At  that  same 
time  the  development  of  sin  in  the  world,  Jewish  and  Gen- 
tile, had  reached  its  height.  Among  the  Greeks  and  Ho- 
mans even  superstition  was  almost  extinct : all  after  death 
was  a blank : the  mythology  of  the  poets  was  disbelieved, 
and  openly  ridiculed  : nothing  remained  but  materialism, 
scepticism,  pride,  cruelty,  avarice,  ambition,  and  unblushing 
sensuality.  So  while  the  more  ancient  and  more  substantial 
form  of  the  false  religion  was  still  fully  preserved  in  Egypt, 
the  practical  service  of  its  author  was  established  equally 
under  a variety  of  less  philosophical,  less  superstitious,  and 
less  positive,  but  equally  atheistic  and  immoral,  traditions 
over  the  rest  of  the  Roman  world,  which  was,  as  it  were, 
the  outer  court  of  the  nations  to  that  central  sanctuary  or 
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fared  no  better  in  bis  death  than  those  whom  he  had  perse- 
cuted. At  length  the  Cross  of  Christ  triumphed.  In  one 
of  the  temples  of  Egypt,  part  of  which  had  been  converted 
into  a church,  the  author  remembers  finding  this  inscription 
scratched  at  the  entry,  “ 'O  aTavpos  iiuKtjas,  teal  art  ii/ca  ” 
“ The  Cross  1ms  conquered,  and  is  to  conquer  for  ever 
with  other  words  recording  that  “ this  good  work  [of  con- 
verting the  temple  into  a church]  was  done  when  Theo- 
pliilus  was  Pope  [of  Alexandria].”  The  Church  throughout 
the  empire  and  at  length  at  Rome  itself,  raising  her  head  above 
the  waves  of  persecution,  and  emerging  as  it  were  from  the 
Catacombs,  overthrew  and  reconstituted  the  whole  fabric  of 
society  and  religion.  Then  the  emperors  themselves  became 
Christians : and  at  length  by  the  spontaneous  force  of  events, 
after  the  dissolution  of  the  Western  empire,  the  city  of 
Rome  with  a certain  territory  became  the  absolute  possession 
of  the  Church,  so  that  from  thenceforth  she  reigned  in  a 
manner  among  the  believing  Gentiles,  till  their  times  should 
be  accomplished,  and  her  chief  pastors  were  able  to  instruct 
and  reprove  with  a suitable  independence  the  kings  and 
nations  whom  they  had  converted  to  Christ. 

Rome  having  thus  from  the  capital  of  the  heathen  become 
the  centre  of  the  Christian  world,  it  is  not  difficult  to  see  a 
certain  overruling  providence  in  the  fact  that  the  emperors, 
thinking  only  to  embellish  their  capital  and  to  borrow  from 
antiquity  monuments  for  their  own  glory,  should  have  trans- 
ported thither  as  many  as  eleven  obelisks  erected  originally 
in  Egypt  to  the  Sun-god  or  to  other  deities,  and  not  least  to 
the  kings  themselves.  These  obelisks,  covered  most  of  them 
with  hieroglyphics,  represent  various  points  of  time  from  the 
first  persecution  of  the  Hebrews  in  Egypt  itself  down  to  the 
final  persecution  of  the  Christians  at  Rome.  They  are  col- 
lectively from  seven  Egyptian  sovereigns,  beginning  with 
Thothmes  III.  (n.c.  1655),  and  ending  with  Domitian  whose 
obelisk  originally  set  up  in  Egypt  now  stands  in  the  l’iazza 
Navo na,  bearing  upon  it  in  hieroglyphics  all  the  same  titles  of 
blasphemy  which  were  taken  by  the  early  Pharaohs.  Thus 
there  is  one  king  and  horn  as  it  were  for  each  of  the  seven 
heads  of  the  beast  which  is  the  Roman  empire.  Of  the  inter- 
mediate obelisks  four  arc  of  Rameses  II.  the  great  Egyptis* 
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conqueror  (b.C.  1460)  as  if  answering  to  the  four  heads  and 
lesser  horns  of  the  third  or  Macedonian  empire  incorporated 
like  the  rest  into  the  Roman.  Then  there  is  one  plain  obelisk 
which  stood  on  the  spina  of  the  Circus  of  Nero,  and  was 
there  a silent  witness  of  the  martyrdom  of  St.  Peter.  It 
stands  now  in  front  of  his  church,  and  witnesses  annually 
the  conflux  of  the  Christian  world,  to  his  tomb.  A pair  of 
smaller  obelisks,  also  plain,  which  once  stood  before  the 
Mausoleum  of  Augustus,  but  now  the  one  of  them  near  Santa 
Maria  Maggiore  and  the  other  on  the  Quirinal,  remind  us  of 
the  two  horns  of  the  Medo-Persian  beast  or  empire.  Then 
on  the  Monte  Citorio  there  is  an  obelisk  of  Psammetichus  I. 
(b.C.  663),  under  whom  Egypt  first  became  known  to  the 
Greeks.  It  was  brought  to  Home  as  a trophy  after  the 
deaths  of  Antony  and  Cleopatra,  and  marks  the  epoch  of  the 
undisputed  empire  of  Augustus,  when  deification  and  wor- 
ship were  first  offered  from  Egypt  to  a ruler  beyond  the  sea. 
Lastly,  in  the  Piazza  della  Minerva,  near  where  stood  the 
temple  of  Isis,  there  is  an  obelisk  of  Apries,  to  whom  the 
Jews  fled  (in  B.c.  586)  after  the  burning  of  the  Temple,  an 
obelisk  which  about  19  years  hence  may  witness  the  expira- 
tion of  the  seven  mystical  times  if  reckoned  from  the  1st  (as- 
sociated) year  of  Nebuchadnezzar.  All  these  obelisks  having 
been  found  lying  overthrown  and  broken  among  the  ruins  of 
pagan  Rome,  and  having  been  repaired  and  re -erected  on  ap- 
propriate sites  by  different  Popes,  now  stand  surmounted  by 
the  Cross  as  trophies  of  the  triumph  of  the  Church,  after  her 
long  warfare  of  above  2000  years,  from  the  accession  of 
Amosis  the  king  who  knew  not  Joseph  (in  b.c.  1748)  to 
the  edict  of  Constantine  in  A.  d.  311.  And  they  may  be  re- 
garded as  huge  monumental  nails  or  pins  visibly  clasping 
and  riveting  together  into  one  whole,  at  Rome  its  centre,  the 
past  history  of  the  Pagan  and  the  Jewish  with  the  history 
both  past  and  future  of  the  Christian  world. 
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CHAPTER  I. 

THE  OLD  CHRONICLE. 

The  idea  of  a succession  of  worlds,  and  of  a certain  period  of 
time  ending  the  existing  world  and  introducing  a new  one, 
is  common  to  the  mythologies  of  India  and  Egypt.  Whether 
derived  from  early  prophecy,  or,  by  generalisation,  from  the 
fact  that  the  world  had  already  once  ended  and  recommenced 
at  the  Flood,  this  idea  had  a foundation  in  truth.  The  very 
expression  of  the  Egyptians,  in  Greek  avoKcndoTacns,  i.  e. 
restoration  and  renewal,  is  connected  by  St.  Paul  with  the 
Second  Advent  of  Christ,  “ whom  the  heavens,”  he  says, 
“ must  receive  till  the  restoration  of  all  things,  Hois  rrjs  diro- 
KaTaoTcujeais  ratv  irdvruv.”  As  the  old  world  was  drowned 
with  water,  and  a new  one  recommenced  from  Noah  and  his 
family,  so,  we  are  taught,  this  present  world  after  a fixed  but 
secret  period  is  to  be  dissolved  by  fire.  “ The  earth  with  the 
works  that  are  in  it  shall  be  burned  up.”  God  will  “ make 
all  things  new  ;”  “ new  heavens  and  a new  earth  ;”  a new 
Paradise  with  its  Tree  and  River  of  Life;  a new  City,  called 
the  New  Jerusalem,  whose  citizens  are  the  spirits  of  just 
men  made  perfect,  reunited  to  their  glorified  bodies,  whose 
life  is  that  of  the  Second  Adam,  and  whose  light  is  the  in- 
tellectual Sun  Himself,  the  uncreated  effulgence  of  the  eter- 
nal Father. 

But  among  the  ancient  Egyptians  this  idea  was  corrupted 
and  expressed  in  terms  suited  to  their  own  pantheism.  They 
held  that  the  Divine  Universe  of  spirit  and  matter  runs  a 
round  of  developments  and  transformations,  till  at  length  all 
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forms  are  reabsorbed  into  the  primary  clement,  whether 
watery  or  fiery,  and  the  Deity,  having  thus  re-entered  into 
himself,  after  a pause,  goes  forth  again  into  energy,  and  re- 
peats the  same  successive  developments  and  transformations 
as  before.  The  same  theogony,  and  formation  of  plants,  ani- 
mals, and  men,  the  same  persons  even,  and  historical  events, 
are  to  recur.  The  sun-god  lia  first  emerges  from  the  abyss 
of  primaeval  waters,  (Now,  NstXor,  Man-,)  and  reigns  for  a 
period  alone.  He  is  the  son  of  the  Divine  heat  Htpadros, 

"H^ato-Toy),  which  conjointly  or  confusedly  with  gas  or  water 
is  unoriginated  paternal  deity  (o  0«d») ; and  together  with 
them  both  a third  is  named,  also  eternal,  K or  'AyaOoBai- 
ficov,  “ the  conserving  soul  of  the  universe.”  To  Phtha,  Ha, 
and  Cneph  indifferently  they  might  ascribe  the  formation  of 
the  first  man.  Sitting,  as  a potter  at  his  wheel,  Cneph  (at 
Philoe)  moulds  clay,  and  gives  the  spirit  of  life  to  the  nostrils 
of  Osiris.  From  Osiris  is  formed  Isis,  his  sister  and  wife, 
the  mother  of  all  living.  In  this  pair  first  we  have  the 
dualism  of  sex ; and  the  idea  of  sex,  abstracted  from  the  first 
parents  of  mankind,  and  thrown  back  upon  universal  nature, 
gives  two  other  deities,  Coelus  and  Terra,  Chronos  or  Kronos 
and  Rhea,  in  Egyptian  Seb  and  Nutpe,  who  are  fabled  to  be 
the  father  and  mother  of  gods  and  men,  of  animals,  and  of 
all  things,  though  really  derived  themselves  from  their  so- 
called  offspring  Osiris  = Adam,  and  Isis  = Eve.  Thus  Sob 
“ owes  it  to  Osiris  that  he  i6  his  father.”  And  besides  these, 
there  is  yet  another  deity,  not  really  different,  being  equally 
constituted  by  abstraction  from  the  first  man,  who  is  called 
by  Herodotus  Pan.  This  is  the  male  principle  in  universal 
nature.  His  consort,  equally  called  his  mother,  is  Mout  or 
Demeter,  being  the  female  personification  of  primordial 
matter,  whether  moist  (for  M<ur  or  Moor  is  associated  with 
moisture,  like  Chaos,)  or  dry,  as  suits  better  the  derivation 
of  the  Greek  name  Aij/ti/njp.  The  idea  of  sex  abstracted 
from  the  first  human  pair  may  even  be  thrown  back  upon 
the  three  primary  deities  Phtha,  Ra,  and  Cneph,  which  then 
become  hermaphrodite,  and  are  divided  eacli  into  a pair; 
though  originally  neither  these,  though  masculine,  nor  ele- 
mentary matter,  though  feminine,  had  consorts  associated 
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with  them.  The  first  human  pair  having  being  thrown  back 
into  pairs  of  anthropomorphous  deities,  the  original  Osiris  and 
Isis,  formed  by  the  divine  potter  as  parents  of  all,  disappear 
in  name,  and  are  represented  by  Seb  and  Nutpe;  while 
Osiris,  Typbon,  and  Horus,  the  progeny  of  Seb  and  Nutpe, 
answer  rather  to  Cain,  Abel,  and  Seth  in  the  old  world,  and 
to  the  three  sons  of  Noah  in  the  new.  At  any  rate  Osiris 
blendg  together  the  characters  of  Adam  as  the  protoplast,  of 
Abel  as  literally  slain  by  his  brother,  (for  the  slayer  of 
Adam  could  only  by  metaphor  be  called  a brother,)  and  of 
Xoah  as  the  father  of  husbandmen  and  vinedressers,  and  of 
the  existing  world.  From  Osiris-Seb  (whether  he  be  viewed 
as  Adam  or  Noah)  are  derived  downwards  all  the  successive 
generations  of  Egyptian  gods  and  demigods,  patriarchs, 
kings,  and  other  men  ; each  dynast  in  turn  in  the  early  ge- 
nerations being  identifiable  at  once  with  Seb  and  Osiris  as 
father  of  those  following,  with  Osiris  again  by  sharing  the 
same  mortality,  and  with  Horus  as  renewing  his  father’s  life, 
and  being  the  hope  of  the  coming  world.  So  each  ancestor 
in  turn  went,  it  was  said,  to  the  original  Osiris  as  patriarch 
of  the  dead,  and  to  bis  intermediate  “ Osirified  ” fathers,  and 
was  himself  Osirified  like  them ; all  making  one  collective 
Osiris,  waiting  for  that  reunion  and  restoration  which  was  to 
come  through  successive  generations  by  the  great  expected 
Horus,  who  was  to  take  up  into  himself  the  old  and  to  be 
himself  the  new  Osiris. 

And  when  at  length  the  whole  predestined  series  of  ge- 
nerations of  gods,  demigods,  and  men,  and  of  years  or  cycles 
of  years  should  be  completed,  and  the  heavens  themselves, 
and  the  heavenly  bodies  which  influence  earthly  ysveueis,  i.  e. 
especially  the  sun,  moon,  and  five  planets,  should  return  to 
the  same  relative  places  from  which  they  had  started,  then 
they  expected  the  aqueous  or  igneous  resolution  and  re- 
absorption and  reproduction  of  all  things. 

The  period  assigned  to  the  uiroictndtnacn?  was  originally 
and  properly,  as  we  may  collect,  a space  equal  to  two  Sothic 
cycles,  viz.  2922  vague  Egyptian  years,  this  being  the  dura- 
tion of  the  old  world,  or  rather  the  sum  of  the  lives  and 
reigns  of  the  antediluvian  patriarchs,  survivors  of  the  Tlood, 
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with  something  still  added  in  order  to  cast  the  whole  into  the 
cyclical  form,  which  it  approached  near  enough  to  suggest. 
So  Herodotus  (Lib.  ii.  c.  123)  and  Plato  (Phaidr.  p.  248,  8) 
tell  us  that  the  circle  for  the  transmigrations  of  the  soul,  or  at 
least  for  the  highest  souls,  was  3000  years,  the  round  number 
being  probably  put  for  the  exact  number  of  two  Sotliic 
cycles,  2922,  which  approaches  to  it.  Or  it  may  be  that  the 
number  3000  means  not  two  Sothic  but  two  Phoen'x  cycles, 
amounting  to  3024  years  ; the  difference  being  this,  that 
the  Sothic  cycle  of  1461  vague  years,  though  it  brought 
back  the  first  day  of  Thoth  of  the  movable  year  to  the  same 
point  in  the  canicular  or  Julian  year  from  which  it  had 
started,  did  not  bring  back  the  new  year  to  the  same  point 
of  the  zodiac  and  of  the  seasons.  To  accomplish  this  a 
Bpace  of  about  1504  vague  years  was  needed,  which  being 
divided  into  three  parts  of  about  500  years  each,  answering 
to  the  three  Egyptian  seasons,  was  called  the  Phoenix  Cycle. 
This  cycle  itself  being  manifestly  later  than  the  Sothic 
Cycle,  to  which  it  was  a sort  of  supplement,  our  inference 
from  the  mention  of  3000  years  that  the  original  and  proper 
uiroKaTaoTamt  was  made  to  consist  of  two  Sothic  cycles, 
might  have  been  legitimate,  even  though  the  same  idea  were 
found  more  clearly  connected  with  Phoenix  than  with  Sothic 
cycles,  and  were  in  that  form  alluded  to  by  Plato  or  Hero- 
dotus. But  the  schemes  of  chronology  which  we  are  about 
to  analyse  show  beyond  a doubt  that  originally  the  reigns 
of  XIII  Gods,  answering  to  the  XIII  antediluvian  patriarchs, 
were  made  to  occupy  two  full  Sothic  cycles,  or  2922  years ; 
a fact  which  of  itself  suggests  the  thought  that  the  earliest  of 
these  schemes  may  have  originated  at  a date  not  far  removed 
from  the  epoch  of  the  Sothic  Cycle  in  u.c.  1322. 

But,  besides  their  expectation  of  a literal  end  and  repro- 
duction of  the  universe,  the  Egyptians  had  a secondary  and 
improper  form  of  the  same  idea ; according  to  which, 
something  like  a recommencement  of  the  world,  and  a re- 
appearance of  the  human  gods  and  demi-gods  in  the  persons 
of  kings  and  heroes  of  like  characters  and  actions,  was 
fancied  to  take  place  after  periods  of  time  short  of  2922 
fresh  years  to  be  added  to  the  dnoKaTacrTacris  of  the  old 
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world.  They  admitted  partial  or  lesser  d-iroKaraa-rd a lit,  and 
returns  of  like  characters  and  events,  resembling  the  avatars 
of  the  Hindoos ; resembling,  also,  those  true  recurrences  of 
similar  persons  and  events,  which  appear  in  sacred  history 
as  types  of  greater  persons  and  events  still  to  come.  Thus, 
nfter  500  years,  one  great  season,  or  the  third  part  of  a 
Phoenix  cycle,  a king  and  conqueror  like  Raineses  II.  might 
be  regarded  as  an  avatar  of  his  predecessor  Sesortasen  I., 
the  first  Egyptian  conqueror;  and,  though  only  120  years, 
or  one  great  month  later,  Rameses  IIL,  going  over  nearly 
the  same  ground,  might  be  identified  with  Rameses  II. : and 
500  years  after  Rameses  II.,  Shishonk  I.  might  seem  to 
reproduce  both:  and  thus  three  or  four  or  more  kings  might 
nil  blend  into  one  mixed  and  fabulous  character  of  Sesostris  ; 
just  as  in  the  earlier  mythology  one  deity,  as  Cronus  or 
Osiris,  may  be  connected  with  several  autediluvian  and 
postdiluvian  ancestors,  and  even  with  other  collateral 
personages,  and  with  heavenly  luminaries,  and  elements 
and  powers  of  nature  besides.  Thus  at  B.C.  1322,  when  the 
Sothic  Cycle  may  probably  have  been  in  use  some  480  years, 
i.  e.  one  great  season,  from  about  B.C.  1800,  or  500  years 
at  most,  from  B.C.  1820,  though  the  existing  world  had 
by  no  means  completed  two  spaces  of  1461  years  each,  like 
the  two  given  to  the  antediluvians,  but  only  one,  and  not 
even  that  without  341  fictitious  years  to  make  time  begin 
from  a cyclical  epoch ; still,  at  the  end  of  a cycle,  the  first 
ever  really  ended,  and  at  the  beginning  of  another,  the 
first  ever  really  begun,  Egyptian  priests  might  compliment, 
and  probably  did  compliment,  the  reigning  Pharaoh,  their 
earthly  sungod  and  Horus,  with  the  fancy  tliat  he  was  the 
auspicious  beginner  of  a new  line  of  kings,  to  be  the  gods  and 
heroes  of  a new  world.  And  in  later  times,  the  precedent 
having  once  been  set,  even  without  a conjuncture  so  suitable 
as  that  of  the  renewal  of  the  real  Cycle,  still,  if  any  great 
occasion  prompted  the  thought,  imaginary  cycles,  or  sums  of 
years  equal  to  cycles,  could  always  be  multiplied  so  as  to 
exhibit  an  imaginary  diroKcndaTaois  to  be  completed  in  any 
year  selected  by  the  constructor. 

It  was  by  the  adoption  of  an  Egyptian  idea  in  the 
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consulship  of  Pollio,  B.C.  40,  the  year  that  the  sceptre 
passed  out  of  the  hands  of  Judah,  that  Virgil  expressed 
unconsciously,  in  language  like  that  of  sacred  prophecy,  the 
groaning  of  all  creation  for  the  promised  Son,  the  expected 
peacemaker  and  king : — 

“ Ultima  Cum®i  [or  Thcbaici]  venit  jam  carminis  (etas , 
Magnus  ab  integro  s®clorum  nascitur  ordo. 

Jam  redit  et  Virgo,  redeunt  Saturnia  regna, 

Jam  nova  progenies  coelo  demittitur  alto. 

Tu  modo  nascenti  puero,  quo  ferrea  primum 
Desinet,  ac  toto  surget  gens  aurea  mundo, 

Casta  fave  Lucina,  tuns  jam  regnat  Apollo. 

Teque  adeo  decus  hoc  sevi,  to  consule,  inibit, 

Pollio,  et  incipient  magni  procedere  menses.” 

“Ille  Dtum  vitam  accipiet,  Diris que  videbit 
Permixtos  Heroas,  et  ipse  videbitur  illis, 

Pacatumque  reget  patriis  yirtutibus  orbem. 

Pauca  tamen  suberunt  prise®  vestigia  fraudis, 

Quffi  tentare  Thetim  ratibus,  qu®  cingere  muris 
Oppida,  qu®  jubeant  telluri  infinderc  sulcos  ; 

Alter  erit  turn  Tiphys,  et  altera  qu®  vehat  Argo 
Delectos  heroas  j erunt  etiam  altera  bella, 

Atque  iterum  ad  Trojam  magnus  mittetur  Achilles." 

[or,  Atque  iterum  in  terris  gerct  ingens  bella  Sesostris.] 

“Aggredere,  O magnos,  aderit  jam  tempus,  honorcs, 

Cara  Deum  soboles,  magnum  Jovis  incrementum  ! 

Aspice  convexo  nutantem  ponderc  mundum, 

Terrasque,  tractusqne  maris,  cccl  unique  profundum  ; 

Aspice,  venturo  l®tantur  ut  omnia  s®clo  !” 

The  same  Egyptian  compliment  that  Virgil  in  his  fourth 
Eclogue  addressed  to  the  opening  dynasty  of  Augustus  and 
the  Crnsars,  and  indirectly  and  unconsciously  to  a greater 
birth  than  any  thought  of  by  Pollio  or  Octavius,  the 
Egyptians  themselves,  265  years  before,  had  addressed  to 
the  successors  of  Alexander  the  Great,  when  Ptolemy  Lagi, 
in  B.C.  305,  first  took  the  crown  and  title  of  king.  And 
their  complimentary  anticipations  were  not  altogether  out  of 
season.  For  in  like  manner  as  Augustus,  after  the  civil 
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wars,  after  a stormy  deluge  and  reign  of  Typlion,  gave  peace 
to  the  Roman  world  with  a prospect  of  stability  and  prosperity, 
so  in  Egypt,  too,  at  an  earlier  period,  after  the  extinction  of 
her  last  native  dynasty,  and  the  odious  domination  of  the 
Persian  fire-worshippers,  the  Macedonian  Ptolemies  in- 
troduced a new  era  of  material  prosperity,  conforming  readily 
to  the  national  religion,  rebuilding  and  founding  temples, 
confirming  the  priesthood  in  their  possessions  and  privileges, 
and  accepting  for  themselves,  in  return,  the  same  deification 
which  had  been  given  to  the  ancient  Pharaohs. 

The  conceit  that  an  old  world  had  ended  with  the  Inst 
native  Egyptian  dynasty,  and  a new  world  with  all  its 
promise  was  beginning  with  the  kingdom  of  the  Lagidw,  was 
embodied  in  a Greek  document  very  different  indeed  in  form 
from  the  spirited  Eclogue  of  Virgil,  yet  wrapping  up,  under 
a dry  and  enigmatical  husk,  a kernel  of  information  both 
interesting  and  valuable.  The  substance  of  this  document 
Jias  been  preserved  by  George  Syncellus,  a writer  of  the 
ninth  century,  who  gives  it,  probably  from  the  Manetlio  of 
Africanus,  thus : 

“ There  is  extant  among  the  Egyptians  a certain  old 
Chronicle,  the  source,  as  I suppose,  which  led  Manetlio  astray, 
exhibiting  XXX  Dynasties,  and  again  exm  generations, 
with  an  infinite  space  of  time  (not  the  same  either  as  that  of 
Manetlio),  viz.,  three  myriads,  six  thousand,  five  hundred 
and  twenty-five  years,  first,  of  the  Aerita?,  secondly,  of  the 
Mestraeans,  and  thirdly,  of  Egyptians,  being  word  for  word 
as  follows : — 

{Dynasty  I.  to  XV.  inclusive  of  the  Chronicle,  of  Gods:) 

“ Time  of  Phtlia  there  is  none,  as  he  shines  equally  by 
night  and  by  day,  [but,  all  generations  being  from  him,] 
[First,  Dyn.  I.]  "H\ios  [i.  e.  Ra,  the  sungod],  son  of 

Phtha,  reigned  three  myriads  of  years  . 30,000 
Then  [Dyn.  II.  to  XIV.  inclusive,  and  generations 
II  to  xiv  inclusive;]  Kpoeor  [or  Xpovos,  i.  c. 

Seb],  and  all  the  other  XII  Gods  [who 
are  the  Aeritai  perhaps  of  Eusebius  and 
Africanus],  reigned  years  . . . 3984 
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Then  [Dyn.  XV.]  viii  Demigod  Kings,  [the  Mes- 
traeans  of  Eusebius  and  Africanus],  reigned 
[a8Vin  generations  but  one  dynasty]  years  217 
And  after  them  xv  generations  of  the  Cynic  Cycle 

were  registered  in  years  ....  443 

Then  Dyn.  XVI.  of  Tanites,  generations  TUI,  years.  190 
Then  Dyn.  XVII.  of  Memphites,  generations  iv, 

years  of  the  same  generations  . . . 103 

After  whom  there  followed — 

Dyn.  XVIII.  of  Memphites,  generations  xiv, 

years  of  the  same  generations  . . . 348 

Then  Dyn.  XIX.  of  Diospolites,  generations  v,  years  194 
Then  Dyn.  XX.  of  Diospolites,  generations  VIII, 

years  of  the  same  generations  . . . 228 

Then  Dyn.  XXI.  of  Tanites,  generations  vi,  years.  121 
Then  Dyn.  XXII.  of  Tanites,  generations  III,  years  48 
Then  Dyn.  XXIII.  of  Diospolites,  generations  n, 

years  of  the  same  generations  . . . 19 

Then  Dyn.  XXIV.  of  Saites,  generations  in,  years  44 
Besides  whom  is  to  be  reckoned — 

Dyn.  XXV.  of  Ethiopians,  generations  HI, 

years  of  the  same  generations  ...  44 

After  whom  again  there  followed — 

Dyn.  XXVI.  of  Memphites,  generations  vn, 

years  of  the  same  generations  . . .177 

And  then  after — 

Dyn.  XXVII. 

[Here  the  designation,  generations,  and  years  arc 
purposely  omitted  ; but  the  years  are  implied  by  the 
sum  total  which  follows  below  to  be  certainly  . . 184] 

Dyn.  XXVIII.  of  Persians,  generations  V, 

years  of  the  same  generations  . . .124 

Then  Dyn.  XXIX.  of  Tanites,  generations . . . years  39 
And  lastly,  after  all  the  above  — 

Dyn.  XXX.  of  one  Tanite  King,  years  . . 1 


[Generations  exm,  years  36,525] 
Sum  of  all  the  years  of  the  XXX  Dynasties,  three  myriads, 
six  thousand, five  hundred  and  twenty-five.” [Kings,  188 1 yrs.] 
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“ These  36,525,”  says  Syncellus,  “ being  divided  by  1461, 
give  the  quotient  XXV,  and  exhibit  the  dvoKardcrracris  of  the 
zodiac  fabled  by  the  Egyptians  and  the  Greeks,  that  is,  its 
circuit  from  starting  round  to  the  same  point,  which  point  is 
the  first  minute  (Xrnrov)  of  the  first  degree  ( polpas ) of  the 
zodiacal  sign  containing  the  vernal  equinox,  called  by  them 
Aries ; as  is  said  in  the  T evi/cd  of  Hermes,  and  in  the 
Kvpawi&es,”  (spurious  and  late  writings  mentioned  here  only 
by  Syncellus).  “ And  hence,”  continues  Syncellus,  “ one 
may  see  how  irreconcilable  such  accounts  are  both  with  our 
Divine  Scriptures,  and  with  one  another,  when  this,  which  is  . 
accounted  the  oldest  Egyptian  document  ” (of  all  that  have 
been  written  in  Greek),  “ introduces  first  a time  absolutely 
infinite,  which  it  gives  to',ll<paicrror,  and  then  for  the  other 
XXIX  ” [rather  he  should  have  written,  “ and  then  for  the 
xxx ”]  “dynasties  36,525  years;  although  ''H<f>anrros,  or 
Phtha,  reigned  in  Egypt  many  years  after  the  Flood  and  the 
building  of  the  Tower  of  Babel,  as  we  shall  show  here- 
after in  the  proper  place.” 

“ <Pepirai  Trap’  Alywriois  vaXaidv  ti  xpovoypafaiov,  i£  ov 
sal  Toy  M ave6o>  vevXainjadat  voplfyo,  irepU^ov  X'  Buoaoretwo 
iv  yeveals  vuXiv  piy  -ypovov  aveipov,  /cal  ov  too  adroo  ov 
MaveOS),  iv  \jtwv\  pvpidai  rpial  /cal  , vparrov  piy  two 

AvpnSiv  [A^ptTwv],  Bexnepov  Be  twv  M earpatcoo,  rpirov  Be 
Aiyvmuov,  ovreo  van  brl  Xi£ecos  eyov  ■ 

(©soil/  BaaiXsia  Kara  to  vaXaibv  ypovucov  ■ ) 

”lhf>at<TTov  xpovos  ovk  icrri.  Bid  to  wj zeros  /cal  gpipas  avrov 
tf/alveiv  • 

''HXioz  ' Hcf/aurrov  ifiaalXevoev  irdiv  pvpiaBas  rpeis  ’ 

"Evena  K pooos,  cjxrjal,  /cal  oi  Xonrol  vdvres  0eol  Sd/Se/ca 
ifiacrtXsvaav  erg  p/^vB'  * 

"Eveira  'Hpideoi  jSacriXeis  6/crdi,  erg  <n%  ’ /cal  per  airrovs 
Fevzat  te  K voikov  KvkXov  aveypdif/rjcrao  iv  ereari  vpy'  • 

Eira  Tavirdiv  is-'  Bvvacne'ia,  yeveaiv  rj , ira/v  pi’  • 

Ilpos  ails  i£  Bwatrrela  Meptfnrao,  yeveaiv  S',  ira/v  piy 
Aleff  ot/s  it{  Bwaorela  Mepcpndiv,  yevecbv  i£,  hd>o  rpr)'  ’ 
"Eveira  iff  Bvvatrrela  AioavoXirdiv,  yevewv  s',  irwv  pi£>‘ 

Elra  re  Svvacrreia  AioavoXna/o,  yevewv  tj , irwv  cr/aj  ’ 
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’'EwetT a tea  Swatrrsla  Tavirwv,  ysvswv  f',  irwv  pica  • 

E2to  xft  Swacrrsta  Tovitwv,  ysvswv  y,  frwv  py • 

“ Ettbito  icy'  Svvaarsla  AiocmroXnwv,  ysvswv  ft,  frwv  iff’ 

Etra  k8  Svvaareia  IZaiTw v,  ysvswv  y , frwv  ftS’ 

Ilpoy  oly  ks  Svvacrrsla  AWidmwv,  ysvswv  y , irwv  p8‘ 

MelT  ots  Kf'  Svvacrrsia  Xlspcfnrwv,  ysvswv  f,  frwv  po£’ 

Kal  psrd  k£  . . . . [Cod.  B.  has  Msrd  rds  tef'  Swacrrslai] 
Here  the  designation,  generations,  and  years  are  pur- 
posely omitted ; but  the  years  may  be  filled  up  with  cer- 
tainty from  the  sum  given  below,  thus : 

Kal  p era  *?'  [Svvacrrsiav  . . . .,  ysvswv  8 ?,  frwv  pwS'] 

. ...  xy  Swatrrsla  Tlspawv,  ysvswv  s',  frwv  p<8‘ 

* EwetTa  k&  Svvatmsla  T oww,  ysvswv  [7'  ?]  eroiv  Xff' 

Kal  frrl  irdtrais  X'  Suvaarsla  TavtTou  evos,  art]  vy‘ 

“ T a Trdvra  opov  twv  X'  Svvatrrsiwv  Sri)  M.  [yaitptd8sy]  y'  Aral 
jutes'  [S^XaSr;  Tpiapvpia,  ical  i^aKurypaa,  ical  TrsmaKocria,  Kal 
et/cocri  Trims  err) ' twv  Si  u Svvacmsiwv  twv  fiacriXiwv  r a trama 
opov  err]  %iXia  otcraKocna  ciySoyKoma  Kal  si\] 

“ TaOra  dvaXvopsva,  show  irsptpipsva  irapa  ra  aufa’  fry 
st kocti  TrcmaKis,  ryv  Trap'  A iyvm tots  Kal  "EXXytnv  diroKaTii- 
OTacriv  tov  fiwSiaKov  pvOoXoyovpivyv  SyXoi,  tout ’ scrri  Tyv  airo 
tov  airrov  aypslov  hri  to  avrb  aypslov,  o itrri  irponov  XsTrrbv 
Tijs  TrpcuTijs  potpar  tov  iayuspivov  £wSiov,  KptoO  Xeyopivov 
Trap  airraiis,  warrsp  Kal  iv  toit  Esvikois  tov  'Eppov  Kal  iv  to.it 
Kvpawlai  fiiftXoiT  etprjra t • ImsvOsv  8s  olpai  Kal  IlToXspalov 
tov  KXavSiov  tovt  irpo^sipovT  KavovaT  Tip  darpovoplas  Sid  kb 
iryplSwv  ifrytfu'^saOai  Ssorrloai,  cot  tov  Alyinrriaxov  iviavrov 
Kal  tov  'E XXyviKov  Sia  aitfa'  stovt  aTroKadiarapivwv,  si  teal 
Sid  flVOf'  frwv  to  Kavoviov  twv  ks  fry piSco v eijlOero,  Sid  to  py 
inrapripiv  tov  at/fa'  dpiOpov  sit  ks'  dXXd  Xslviaffai  tS'.  Tyv 
psvroi  puvaSa  Trspnryv  sdsro,  Sid  to  irXypy  to  tov  a stovt 
eytcilaQai  Kivypara  teal  py  dir  dp-pyr  avrov,  wtrrrsp  Kal  S7Tt  twv 
pyviaicov  KivypaTtov.  'Emsvdsv  Si  soti  teal  to  davpcfxovov  twv 
toiovtwv  iicbocrewv  TrpoT  ts  tcit  9 Bias  17 pwv  y patfads  Kal  lrpoT 
aXXyXa  emyvwvai,  oti  avry  piv  y iraXaioripa  vopi^opivy  A i- 
yvrmwv  avy ypaifiy  ' llcpaioTOv  piv  atrsipov  slaaysi  ypovov,  twv 
8s  Xoarwv  k&  [he  should  have  written  twv  Si  X']  Svvacrrciwv 
fry  Tpiopvpia  f<pKS , ttatVot  tov  'H<f>aurrov  iroXXois  srsai  prrd 
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to v KaraicXiMTfiov  Kai  ttjv  irvpyoTroitav  t!)s  Alr/inrrov  /3cuti- 
XsiKTavTos,  cos  Ssi^6r/aerai  iv  tq>  hiomi  TOTTip.” — Syncell. 
Chronogr.,  p.  51. 

The  Chronicle  thus  described  contains  within  itself,  in  its 
structure,  and  especially  in  its  date,  after  a fashion  not  un- 
common in  Egyptian  enigmas,  both  an  account  of  its  own 
origin,  and  a key  to  its  purpose  and  meaning ; so  that  on 
these  points  we  need  only  to  analyse  and  question  the  docu- 
ment itself.  But  in  order  to  give  the  reader  an  idea  of  the 
way  in  which,  probably,  it  has  been  preserved  and  trans- 
mitted to  us,  we  must  draw  somewhat  on  conjecture : — 

It  seems,  then,  that  as  the  earliest  systematic  account  of 
Egyptian  antiquity  written  in  Greek,  it  was  followed  more 
or  less  by  later  writers,  and  first  by  Manetho,  who  yet  dif- 
fered from  it  considerably  in  details,  making  most  of  the 
thirty  dynasties,  instead  of  the  last  fifteen  only,  to  consist  of 
mortal  kings,  all  seemingly  successive,  and  carrying  up  Mcnes 
and  the  commencement  of  the  monarchy  1674  years  above 
the  date  at  which  it  was  set  by  the  Chronicle.  The  vast 
sums  of  years  given  by  Manetho  not  only  to  the  sun,  or  to 
gods  and  demigods,  but  to  Manes  also,  and  to  ordinary 
kings,  having  excited  the  ridicule  of  the  Greeks,  Erato- 
sthenes, the  second  Librarian  at  Alexandria,  attempted  at  the 
king’s  desire  to  reduce  them  to  the  limits  of  the  Chronicle, 
except  tliat  he  yielded  so  far  to  the  priests,  whom  he  con- 
sulted, as  to  include  within  the  times  of  the  monnrchy  those 
xv  generations  and  443  years  “of  the  Cynic  Cycle”  which 
in  the  Chronicle  were  entered  between  the  Demigods  and 
Menes.  But  all  above  or  beyond  these,  whether  in  the 
Chronicle  or  in  Manetho,  he  disallowed  as  ante-historical 
and  fabulous.  Somewhat  later,  Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  or 
whoever  was  the  editor  of  the  Manetho  of  Africanus,  under- 
took to  explain  the  origin  of  those  myriads  of  years  which 
seemed  so  incredible,  reducing  them,  as  months,  to  one- 
twelfth  of  their  apparent  bulk : but  at  the  same  time,  as  if 
to  compensate  for  tliis  concession,  he  not  only  retained  and 
reasserted,  but  he  even  extended,  the  vast  antiquity  claimed 
by  Manetho  for  Egyptian  history  and  civilisation.  And  as 
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the  Chronicle,  which  Manetho  had  plainly  used  as  one  of 
his  sources,  exhibited  both  an  older  and  a fuller  form  of 
those  myriads  of  years  which  it  was  now  proposed  to  ex- 
plain and  reduce,  and  for  reduction  its  larger  sum  (Manetho 
having  6000  or  7000  years  less)  was  the  more  convenient, 
it  was  natural  for  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  to  give  some  account 
of  a document  which  he  meant  to  follow.  In  this  way 
probably  it  was,  that  Africanus  found  an  account  of  the 
Chronicle  in  the  preface  to  that  edition  of  Manetho  from 
which  his  Lists  are  taken ; and  Eusebius  and  Syncellus  de- 
rived their  knowledge  of  it  from  him,  each,  perhaps,  in 
copying  adding  a word  or  two  of  his  own. 

The  expressions  <f>eperai  Trap'  Aiyvmiois,  “ is  extant  among 
the  Egyptians,”  and  ov  Kal  rov  Mavefou  TTSTr\ainja-0ai 
voplfa,  are  clearly  from  Africanus,  and  not  from  Syncellus ; 
nor  even  from  Eusebius ; for  Eusebius  shows  himself  to  have 
no  other  knowledge  of  Manetho  than  what  he  gained  at 
second-hand  from  Josephus  or  from  Africanus.  And  long 
before  the  time  of  Eusebius,  before  that  of  Africanus,  or 
even  of  Josephus,  not  only  the  Old  Chronicle,  but  the 
genuine  work  of  Manetho  also  had  ceased  <j>tpsa6ai,  that  is, 
to  be  popularly  known  in  their  own  original  forms.  So  far 
as  they  were  known,  it  seems  to  have  been  only  through  that 
abridgment  and  re-edition  of  Manetho,  the  compiler  of 
which  had  used  both  the  true  Manetho  and  the  Chronicle  as 
his  materials. 

The  words  “an  infinite  space  of  time,"  and  others  like 
them  at  the  end  of  the  extract  from  Syncellus,  where  the 
infinite  reign  of  Phtha  is  hastily  and  inaccurately  sneered  at, 
as  if  it  were  an  infinite  number  of  years  in  time,  and  where 
the  writer  promises  to  show  that  "Htfxucrro?,  as  king  of 
Egypt,  reigned  long  after  the  Flood  and  the  building  of  the 
Tower  of  Babel,  are  plainly  from  the  Christian  extractor, 
not  from  the  text  of  Ptolemy.  But  when  it  is  added,  that 
the  vast  space  of  time  reckoned  in  the  Chronicle  is  “ not  the 
same  either  as  that  of  Manetho,”  this  remark,  though  in  its 
wording  from  Africanus,  is  probably  in  substance  from  Pto- 
lemy himself.  For  Ptolemy,  in  bringing  forward  the  Chroni- 
cle, and  preferring  its  sum  for  reduction  to  that  of  Manetho, 
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though  he  followed  Manetho  for  his  lists  of  names  and  for 
historical  details  so  closely,  that  his  work  was  still  Manetho’s 
in  name,  could  not  but  notice  the  difference  existing  between 
the  sums  of  his  two  sources,  and  signify  his  reasons  for 
reducing  the  sum  of  the  one  rather  than  that  of  the  other. 

The  astronomical  explanation  of  the  cnroKaTcurraais  given 
by  Syncellus,  who  connects  it  with  the  Greek  and  Baby- 
lonian zodiac,  and  with  a return  to  the  sign  of  the  Iiam, 
the  sign  of  the  vernal  equinox,  need  not  be  viewed  as  a mere 
comment  of  his  own,  or  as  derived  from  the  Fewyed  of  Hermes, 
or  the  Kupavvihes,  which  he  cites  in  illustration;  but  the 
same  may  have  been  found  by  Africanus,  or  even  by  Pto- 
lemy himself,  conjoined  with  the  Chronicle  ; the  Babylonian 
and  Greek  zodiac  being  certainly  known  in  Egypt  when  the 
Chronicle  was  composed ; and  it  being  perhaps  natural  that 
its  author,  writing  in  Greek  and  for  Greeks,  should  give  to 
the  Egyptian  idea  of  the  aTroKaTticrracris;  a Greek  form. 
Supposing  that  he  did  so,  it  by  no  means  follows  that  the 
commencement  of  the  world  according  to  the  Egyptian 
reckoning,  or  the  first  epoch  of  the  Sothic  Cycle,  had  any 
connection  with  the  sign  of  Aries,  or  with  the  vernal  equi- 
nox ; or  that  the  idea  of  the  throicardaTaai t was  originally 
expressed  among  the  Egyptians  themselves  in  terms  bor- 
rowed from  the  Babylonian  zodiac.  Thus  much  only  may 
fairly  be  argued,  that  whether  the  Chronicle  itself,  or  only 
its  transcriber,  first  connected  the  commencement  of  its 
period  with  the  sign  of  Aries,  the  writing  in  which  this  con- 
nection occurs  cannot  well  be  older  than  the  time  of  Alex- 
ander the  Great,  or  his  first  successors.  The  idea  itself  of 
the  dnroKaTucnacns,  and  its  connection  with  the  number  of 
xxv  Sothic  cycles,  is  quite  another  thing.  But  it  is  possible 
also  that  the  mention  of  the  sign  of  Aries  may  be  only  a gloss 
added  afterwards,  as  an  explanation  to  Greek  readers. 

In  the  same  way,  the  three  designations  ’A spiral,  Me- 
crrpaiai,  and  Alyirmioi,  as  if  from  three  successive  names  of 
the  country  of  Egypt,  have  excited  suspicion,  because  Miz- 
raim  is  named  by  Moses  as  the  ancestor  of  the  Egyptians, 
and  Africanus,  and  others  after  him,  see  this  name  in  the 
adjective  form  Mecrrpaioi.  It  certainly  is  possible  that  these 
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designations  were  added  only  by  Syncellus,  who  may  have 
borrowed  them  from  that  latest  Manetho  or  Sothis  of  Ani- 
anus  and  Panodorus  which  he  uses  so  largely,  and  that  the 
text  of  Africanus  and  of  Ptolemy  had  them  not;  though 
Africanus,  by  the  way  in  which  he  introduces  the  name 
Mizraim  seems  to  allude  to  the  Mecnpaioi.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  even  if  these  designations  were  found  by  Afri- 
canus in  the  text  of  Ptolemy,  and  it  be  granted  that  the 
source  of  the  Mtcrrpaioi  is  to  be  looked  for  in  the  writings  of 
Moses,  there  would  be  nothing  so  very  wonderful  in  this, 
considering  the  time  at  which  Ptolemy  seems  to  have  lived, 
when  the  LXX.  version  was  well  known.  But  there  is  really 
no  valid  reason  for  denying  that  all  the  three  designations 
may  have  belonged  to  the  Chronicle  from  the  beginning, 
and  that  without  the  word  Msarpaloi  being  borrowed  from 
the  Mosaic  writings  at  all ; for  we  shall  see  below  that  the 
Phoenician  Sanconiathon,  writing  from  Egyptian  sources 
about  1000  years  before  the  epoch  of  the  Chronicle,  gives 
the  name  Mnrtup  as  that  of  the  father  of  Thoth,  and  an- 
cestor of  the  Egyptians. 

We  may  now  proceed  to  consider  the  Chronicle  itself ; and 
first  the  sum  of  its  years,  consisting  of  30,000  given  to  the 
sun,  + 3984  of  xm  gods,  + 217  of  vm  demigods,  +-  443  of 
the  Sothic  Cycle,  -f  1881  of  kings  from  Menes  to  Nectanebo, 
making  in  all  36,525  ; which  sum  divided  by  1461,  gives  xxv 
cycles  as  the  period  of  the  avoKardaraau. 

Why,  it  will  be  asked  at  the  outset,  is  the  anroKcnaaTacns 
defined  as  taking  place  after  xxv  rather  than  after  any  other 
number  of  cycles;  especially  when  we  have  already  collected 
from  passages  of  Herodotus  and  Plato  that  the  original  and 
proper  period  of  the  airoKardaTams,  at  least  for  the  human 
soul  deified,  was  only  two  cycles  of  years  ? This  question 
has  been  answered  by  various  hypotheses.  Some  say,  be- 
cause the  canicular,  like  the  uncorrected  Julian  year,  being 
somewhat  too  long,  would  really  cause  a precession  of  the 
equinoxes  and  solstices  to  the  amount  of  one  day  in  about 
130  years,  and  so  to  the  amount  of  one  whole  year  in  about 
(365x  130  = ) 47,450  years;  and  that  this  is  what  the 
Egyptians  meant  when  they  spoke  of  the  dnoKardaTcuris, 


Digitized  by  Google 


THE  OLD  CHRONICLE. 


15 


though  they  erroneously  supposed  one  day  to  be  gained  in 
1 00  instead  of  130  years,  and  so  made  the  whole  period  to  be 
only  36,525  (365^  x 100)  instead  of  47,450  years.  But  this 
theory  rests  on  no  grounds  to  begin,  and  fails  besides  to  con  • 
nect  itself  distinctly  with  that  period  of  xxv  cycles  which  it 
is  put  forward  to  explain.  Others  have  supposed  that  the 
number  of  XXV  cycles,  i.  e.  36,525  years,  may  have  origin- 
ated in  the  idea  of  multiplying  the  Sothic  into  the  Apis 
Cycle,  the  latter  being  a luni-solar  cycle  in  use  among  the 
Egyptians  from  at  least  as  early  a time  as  the  first  known 
epoch  of  the  Sothic  Cycle  (b.  C.  1322).  And  certainly  the 
fact  that  the  sum  of  xxv  Sothic  cycles  does  seem  to  repre- 
sent such  a multiplication,  supplies  a very  intelligible  reason 
for  adhering  to  this  same  definition  of  an  airoKcnatnaais,  so 
long  as  both  cycles  continued  to  be  in  use,  even  though  the 
idea  of  multiplying  them  into  one  another  were  not  originally 
or  alone  the  source  of  the  definition.  But  in  truth,  at  the 
point  at  which  we  now  are,  this  discussion  of  the  origin  of 
the  number  of  xxv  cycles  is  premature : we  have  not  yet 
those  aids  for  forming  a judgment  which  we  shall  shortly  ob- 
tain : so  we  must  be  content  merely  to  notice  the  existence 
of  different  opinions,  and  to  remark  that  the  connection  of 
the  u-KOK<na<na<jis  with  this  or  that  period  of  time,  whether 
variable  or  uniform,  longer  or  shorter,  is  noways  essential  to 
the  idea  of  the  onroKaTaoTaa-is  in  itself,  or  to  its  application, 
as  in  the  Chronicle,  to  any  particular  epoch.  Some  definition 
of  course  it  needs,  in  order  to  exhibit  a period  of  time  ; and 
the  sum  which  the  Chronicle  actually  presents,  from  what- 
ever source  derived,  being  that  of  xxv  Sothic  cycles,  or 
36,525  years,  our  only  business  with  this  sum  at  present  is  to 
analyse  it,  and  resolve  it  into  its  elements. 

We  cannot  perhaps  set  about  this  better  than  by  putting 
ourselves  in  thought  in  the  place  of  the  Egyptian  constructor 
of  the  Chronicle  at  that  point  of  time  at  which  it  seems  to  end, 
viz.,  at  the  end  of  the  last  native  dynasty,  or  the  conquest 
by  Ochus,  and  ask  ourselves  what  we  have  to  do  in  order 
to  exhibit  an  imaginary  aTroKarcurraais  in  xxv  Sothic  cycles 
ending  at  this  point?  Now,  as  the  Sothic  Cycle,  which  is  by 
no  means  any  or  every  period  of  1461  vague  years,  did  not 
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really  end  at  or  near  this  date  (b.  c.  345,)  but  was  still  cur- 
rent, and  had  many  years,  let  us  say  483  years,  still  to  run, 
to  July,  A.  D.  139,  its  true  epoch;  the  first  thing  to  be  done, 
plainly,  is  to  cut  off  and  throw  back  to  some  point  above 
well-known  history  these  483  years  of  the  real  Cycle.  Next, 
it  will  be  natural  to  survey  the  chronological  materials  at  our 
disposal,  running  back  from  Ncctanebo  to  the  head  of  the 
Monarchy,  before  we  think  of  placing  the  483  years  cast  up 
from  below  ; and  going  down,  in  like  manner,  from  the  be- 
ginning of  all  known  time  as  many  perfect  cycles,  or  rather, 
as  many  times  1461  years,  as  our  reckoning  may  allow,  till 
we  come  to  a fractional  number,  which  will  be  sure  not  to 
coalesce  with  the  years  reckoned  upwards  from  Nectanebo, 
and  the  years  “of  the  Cycle”  thrown  up,  into  a sum  divisible 
by  1461.  For  it  would  be  absurd  to  suppose  that  either  the 
sum  of  our  own  chronological  reckoning  should  of  itself  fall 
exactly  into  a number  of  spaces  of  1461  years  each,  or,  that 
the  world  in  point  of  fact  should  have  begun  from  an  epoch 
of  the  Sothic  Cycle.  So,  when  we  come  to  this  fraction,  we 
shall  have  to  cut  off  or  to  add,  according  as  it  presents  too 
many  years  or  too  few.  And  lastly,  if  after  this  operation 
our  whole  number  of  cycles,  or  spaces  like  cycles,  falls  short 
of  xxv,  we  must  add  as  many  more  whole  cycles,  purely  fic- 
titious, as  are  wanted. 

This  is,  in  fact,  what  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  seems 
(at  least  at  first  sight)  to  have  done.  First,  he  ran  up  from 
Nectanebo  to  Menes  1881  years,  and  placed  before  these, 
let  us  say,  the  483  years  of  the  true  Cycle  which  in  b.  c. 
345  were  still  to  run.  Then,  looking  back  to  the  begin- 
ning, he  found  two  complete  cycles,  or  spaces  of  1461  years 
each,  which  he  gave  to  Chronos,  the  first  deified  ancestor  and 
first  measurer  of  human  time,  and  to  xii  other  Gods,  in  XIII 
generations,  seemingly  answering  to  the  XIII  patriarchs  of 
the  antediluvians,  or  of  the  old  world.  After  these  2922  years 
there  came  a fraction  of  217  before  the  foundation  of  the 
monarchy  by  Menes ; and  this  he  gave  to  vm  Demigods, 
representing  no  doubt  vm  generations  of  postdiluvian 
patriarchs  of  the  line  of  Mizraim.  But  this  fraction  of  217, 
with  the  1881  years  of  the  monarchy  from  Menes  to  Necta- 
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nebo,  and  the  483  of  the  Cycle  thrown  up  as  aforesaid,  making 
altogether  a sum  of  2581,  short  of  two  more  complete  cycles 
by  341,  he  threw  in  341  fictitious  years,  adding  them  to  the 
2922  of  the  xm  Gods,  where  they  could  cause  no  confusion ; 
w hereas,  if  they  had  been  added  to  the  217  of  the  Demigods, 
no  one  could  have  any  longer  distinguished  the  original  frac- 
tion, nor  so  much  as  guessed  what  addition  or  curtailment 
had  been  needed  in  order  to  make  time  from  the  beginning 
seem  to  run  in  the  form  of  Sothic  cycles.  Having  thus 
obtained  four  complete  cycles  of  human  time,  but  wanting 
xxi  more,  the  author  prefixed  and  added  xxi  more  whole 
cycles  of  time  purely  fictitious,  or,  as  it  might  seem,  cosmi- 
cal,  not  reckoned  by  men,  nor  by  deified  ancestors  of  men, 
but  by  the  Sun- God  alone;  though  in  order  to  give  him  the 
round  sum  of  30,000  rather  than  30,681  years,  the  frac- 
tion 681  was  detached,  and  added  to  the  two  cycles  of  the 
xm  (human)  Gods,  again  without  danger  of  any  confusion. 
So  their  years  were  swelled  by  the  double  addition  both  of 
681  from  above  and  of  341  from  below ; and  yet  further  by 
40  detached  from  the  483  of  the  Cycle  ; so  as  to  amount  in 
all  to  the  sum  of  (681  + 2922  + 341  +40  =)  3984  instead  of 
2922  years.  The  purpose  of  the  last-mentioned  addition 
was  this,  that  the  interval  of  40  years  between  the  conquest 
by  Ochus  and  the  assumption  of  the  crown  by  Ptolemy  Lagi 
might  be  sunk,  as  it  were,  and  suppressed;  and  that  the  latter 
epoch  of  the  two,  viz.  b.c.  305,  might  be  marked  in  the  struc- 
ture of  the  Chronicle  by  the  specification  of  “ 443  years  of  the 
Cycle”  as  thrown  up ; whereas,  if  the  40  between  b.  C.  345 
and  305,  equally  thrown  up,  had  been  included  in  one  and  the 
same  sum,  the  specification  of  “ 483  years  of  the  Cycle  ” 
would  have  pointed  only  to  the  end  of  the  last  native  dynasty 
B.c.  345 ; and  the  commencement  of  a new  world  would 
have  been  given  to  the  Persians,  instead  of  those  conquerors 
and  successors  of  the  Persians  for  whom  the  compliment 
enigmatically  contained  in  the  Chronicle  was  intended. 

The  specification,  indeed,  of  40  years  as  the  precise  inter- 
val between  Nectanebo  and  Ptolemy  Lagi,  or  the  first  of 
the  443  years  of  the  Cycle  thrown  up  above  Menes,  is  not 
contained  in  the  structure  of  the  Chronicle,  but  rests  on 
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other  grounds.  The  Chronicle,  we  are  informed  (for  thongh 
Manetho  is  named,  the  Chronicle  must  have  been  originally 
meant),  ended  its  thirty  Dynasties  15  years  before  the  cos - 
mocracy  of  Alexander;  that  is,  as  it  seems,  15  years  before 
B.c.  330.  Again,  if  we  allow  the  124  years  of  the  Persian 
Dynasty  XXVIII  of  the  Chronicle  to  commence  with  the 
5th  of  Cambyses,  Jan.  1,  n.C.  525,  a date  for  whiqji  nearly  all 
are  agreed,  it  follows  that  its  Dynasty  XXX  (124  + 39  + 18), 
181  years  later,  ends  Nov.  18,  B.C.  345;  still,  if  any  one 
thinks  he  sees  reason  for  it,  it  is  certainly  open,  so  far  as  the 
structure  of  the  Chronicle  goes,  to  substitute  any  other 
number  that  he  prefers  for  the  40  in  question,  subtracting 
from  the  341  also  contained  in  the  years  of  the  xm  gods,  as 
many  years  as  he  adds  to  the  40,  or  adding  to  the  34 1 as 
many  as  he  subtracts  from  the  40,  the  purpose  of  the 
Chronicle  being,  as  has  been  explained,  to  present  the 
cnroKaTaorcuni  as  if  there  were  no  interval  between  Necta- 
nebo  and  the  Lagidse.  But  this  one  point  being  assumed 
(and  at  present  only  on  the  grounds  stated),  that  the  interval 
between  Nectanebo  and  the  Lagidas  was  40  years,  and  that 
the  author  of  the  Chronicle  so  reckoned  it ; we  have  now 
the  whole  scheme  of  the  Chronicle,  as  it  is  given  from 
Africanus  by  Syncellus,  explained  by  our  own  analysis  of 
its  internal  structure,  having  ourselves  gone  through  the  pro- 
cess of  constructing  it.  The  36,525  years  then  stand  thus: — 

30,681+2922  + [341] +217  + 1881  + 483  to  a.d.  139,  or 

J 30,68 1 + 2922  + [38 1 J + 2 17  + [443]  + 1881, 

[30,000  + 3984  + 217  + [443J+ 1881  to  b.c.  345. 

Cutting  off  the  xxi  cycles  of  30,681  years  entirely 
fictitious  prefixed,  ejecting  the  341  inserted  for  cyclical  pur- 
poses between  the  xm  gods  and  the  Tin  demigods,  and 
restoring  the  40  and  443  years  of  the  Cycle  current  under 
the  Ptolemies  to  their  proper  place,  between  B.C.  345  and 
A.D.  139,  we  obtain  the  Egyptian  chronology  of  the  world 
at  a date  at  least  as  early  as  that  of  the  Chronicle,  i.e., 
before  the  settlement  of  multitudes  of  Jews  at  Alexandria, 
or  the  translation  of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures  into  Greek,  as 
follows : — 

2922  years  of  the  xm  antediluvian  Patriarchs  + 217  of 
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VIII  post-diluvian  Patriarchs  of  the  line  of  Ham  and 
Mizraim,  + 903  years  from  Menes  to  the  epoch  of  the  Sothic 
Cycle,  B.c.  1322,  + 978,  or  thence  to  the  last  Persian  conquest 
by  Ochus,  B.C.  345,+ 40  to  the  assumption  of  a crown  by 
Ptolemy  Lagi,  b.c.  305, + 443  to  the  cyclical  epoch  a.d.  139, 
making  in  all  from  Chronus,  who  should  be  Adam,  to  the 
expiration  of  the  Sothic  Cycle  in  a.d.  139,  5493;  or  to  our 
era  (i.e.  to  B.C.  1,  Aug.  24,  within  4 months  and  7 days  of 
it)  5364  vague  or  civil  years  of  365  days  each. 

If  this  analysis  and  its  consequences  stand  the  test  of 
criticism,  and  it  appear  that  later  writers,  as  Manetho, 
Eratosthenes,  Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  Diodorus,  Josephus, 
Africanus,  Eusebius,  Anianus  and  Panodorus,  and  Synccllus, 
have,  cither  of  themselves  or  by  following  others,  transferred 
dynasties,  generations,  and  years  of  the  gods  and  demigods 
of  the  Chronicle  to  kings  after  Menes,  the  imposture  or  the 
error  will  be  sufficiently  refuted  by  the  mere  statement  that 
such  is  the  case.  And  if,  further,  any  writers,  ancient  or 
modern,  should  have  swelled  the  antiquity  of  Egyptian 
history,  not  only  by  transferring  years  of  gods  and  demigods, 
but  also  by  similarly  transferring  years  of  the  Sothic  Cycle 
lying  between  B.C.  345  and  a.d.  139,  and  belonging  to  the 
Ptolemies  and  Crcsars,  and  other  years  purely  fictitious,  to  a 
succession  of  antediluvian  or  even  of  pre- Adamite  Pharaohs, 
such  an  error  may  be  coupled  for  the  future  with  that  of  the 
French  Academicians  of  the  last  century,  who  in  the  Zodiac 
of  Dendera,  of  the  times  of  the  Ptolemies,  found  proof  that 
Egyptian  civilisation  went  back  thousands  of  years,  to 
an  antiquity  incompatible  with  the  truth  of  the  sacred 
Scriptures. 

Having  obtained  then  an  Egyptian  reckoning  of  time 
from  the  beginning,  not  derived  from  any  translation  of  the 
Hebrew  Scriptures,  the  thought  naturally  occurs  to  compare 
this  with  the  chief  systems  of  sacred  chronology,  and  to  see 
how  far  it  agrees  with  any  of  them. 

But  first  it  will  be  well  to  notice  the  testimony  given  by 
another  Egyptian  computation  to  the  accuracy  of  the  fore- 
going analysis  of  the  Chronicle,  and  to  the  actual  existence 
among  the  Egyptians  of  that  scheme  of  chronology  which 


20 


EGYPTIAN  CHRONICLES. 


has  now  been  extracted  from  it.  Testimony  indeed  there 
■will  be  enough  hereafter ; for  the  Chronicle  is  the  first  of  a 
family  of  documents,  all  derived  from  the  same  sources,  and 
all  repeating  the  same  elements  with  variations.  But  with- 
out anticipating  the  examination  of  these,  we  have  in  Dio- 
genes Laertius,  a writer  of  the  time  of  Augustus,  a compu- 
tation constructed  on  a different  idea,  and  exhibiting  a sum 
of  years  very  different  from  the  36,525  of  the  Chronicle, 
(a  sum  by  the  way  much  more  like  than  36,525  to  what  would 
result  from  a calculation  of  the  precession  of  the  equinoxes), 
viz.  48,863  years,  which  are  reckoned  from  Phtha  to  Alex- 
ander the  Great,  without  any  pretence  of  an  a-nanaT  act  roan. 
“ Alrfinmoi  piv  yap  Nsi'Xou  yeviadai  iralBa  ”lhf>aioTov,  of 
apgai  <f>t\oaotf>las,  rjs  robs  TrpatcnUnas  lepias  rival  koi  7rpo<f»jrar 
ano  Be  tovtov  els ' AAe^avBpov  jov  MaxcSoi'a  brwv  rival  fivpiaBat 
reaaapas  koX  oKTOKuryiAia  o/craKoaia  err]  ifyjKovra  r pia.v 
( Diog . Laert.  in  Praef.) 

What  may  be  the  precise  age  of  this  computation,  or  from 
what  source  Diogenes  obtained  it,  we  cannot  determine.  It 
occurs  between  references  made  respecting  the  Egyptians  and 
Babylonians  to  Aristotle  and  Sotion  ; and  the  passage  in 
which  it  occurs  is  very  similar  to  another  concerning  certain 
astronomical  observations,  going  back  2903  years  before 
Alexander,  which  were  sent  from  Babylon  by  Callisthenes 
to  Aristotle;  during  which  2903  years,  it  is  added, there  had 
been  so  many  eclipses  of  the  sun,  and  so  many  of  the  moon. 
Of  the  Egyptians,  in  like  manner,  Diogenes  Laertius  asserts, 
that  they  made  48,863  years  from  Phtha,  eon  of  Nilus,  to  Alex- 
ander: and  that  during  this  time  there  had  been  observed  so 
many  eclipses  of  the  sun,  and  so  many  of  the  moon.  So  there 
is  some  appearance  that  the  Egyptian  computation  also  of 
48,863  years  may  have  been  communicated  by  Callisthenes 
or  some  one  else  to  Aristotle,  and  may  have  passed  from  him 
to  Diogenes  Laertius : and  in  that  case,  the  chronology  con- 
tained in  it  will  of  course  be  older  among  the  Egyptians  than 
the  time  of  Alexander,  or  than  that  of  the  author  of  the  Chro- 
nicle. On  the  other  hand,  there  is  also  some  appearance  that  the 
sum  of  years  named  by  Diogenes  Laertius  was,  in  the  fictitious 
or  cosmical  part  of  it,  a variation  suggested  by  the  sum  of 
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the  Chronicle  itself.  For  the  sum  of  48,863  contains,  first, 
for  its  fictitious  part,  thirty  times  146 1 ; i.e.  a full  Egyp- 
tian month  of  thirty  “ Great  Days,”  or  cycles,  instead  of 
the  twenty-one  fictitious  cycles  of  the  Chronicle,  or  its  thirty 
thousands  of  years  assigned  to  the  Sun-God:  the  number 
thirty  having  a plain  relation  both  to  the  sun  and  to  the  moon  ; 
while  neither  the  number  twenty-one,  in  connection  with 
cycles,  or  great  days ; nor  that  of  a thousand,  in  connection 
with  thirty  as  its  multiple,  had  any  peculiar  sense  or  propriety. 
And  after  the  aforesaid  month  of  cosmical  cycles,  being 
43,830  years,  the  remainder  of  the  48,863,  being  5033  years, 
resolves  itself  into  a simple  and  honest  addition  of  the  periods 
of  true  or  human  time  reckoned  by  the  Egyptians  from  the 
beginning  of  the  world  to  Alexander,  without  any  insertion 
of  341  fictitious  years  to  make  the  world  seem  to  have  begun 
from  a cyclical  epoch,  without  any  allusion  to  the  idea  of 
the  cnroKccTacnacns,  still  less  with  any  throwing  up  of  years 
still  future,  in  order  to  exhibit  a feigned  a-rroKaidcrtaais,  end- 
ing at  a point  not  really  the  epoch  of  a Sothic  cycle.  For 
5033  years  are  equal  to  those  2922  + 217  + 1881  years 
which  alone  in  the  Chronicle  belong  (properly  and  originally) 
to  the  XIII  gods,  the  VIII  demi-gods,  and  the  last  xv  dynas- 
ties, of  the  kings  from  Menes  to  Nectanebo,  with  13  more 
years  only,  from  the  conquest  of  Darius  Ochus  to  Alexander, 
i.  e.,  seemingly,  to  the  autumn  of  B.C.  332,  when  he  first  en- 
tered Egypt.  And  those  years  of  the  Chronicle  which  we 
distinguished  in  its  internal  structure  as  true  human  time, 
chronologically  reckoned,  if  added  to  thirty  cycles  of  cos- 
mical  time,  together  with  13,  instead  of  15,  years  on  from 
Nectanebo  to  the  cosmocracy  of  Alexander,  make  exactly  the 
sum  total  of  Diogenes  Laertius  (43,830  + 5033  = ) 48,863 
years ; and  the  comparison  of  the  two  schemes  will  be  as 
follows : — 

XXI  Cycles  or  30,681  + 2922  [ + 381]  + 2)7  [ +443]  + 1881  + 13  = 36,525 

XXX  Cycles  or  43,830  + 2922  +217  + 1881  + 13  = 48,863 

In  both  cases  alike,  the  sum  of  real  Egyptian  years, 
reckoned  chronologically,  will  be  5364  to  Aug.  24,  b.c.  1, 
four  months  and  seven  days  before  the  vulgar  era. 

Having  thus  strengthened  our  foundation,  wc  may  go  on 
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confidently  to  compare,  as  was  proposed,  Egyptian  with 
sacred  chronology,  observing,  however,  first,  that  in  reckon- 
ing to  the  xv  dynasties  of  kings  from  Mencs  1881  years,  we 
have  supplied,  from  the  sum  total  of  the  Chronicle,  the  par- 
ticular sum  of  184  for  the  years  of  one  dynasty,  which 
stands  as  XXVII,  next  before  that  of  the  Persians,  without 
having  the  sum  of  its  years  named. 

But  for  a scheme  of  sacred  chronology  with  which  to  com- 
pare the  Egyptian,  what  method  is  to  be  followed  ? The 
simplest  rule  will  be  this : — Let  it  be  supposed  open  to  us, 
and  to  every  man,  to  take  for  a basis  whatever  text,  or 
system  we  prefer ; only,  when  this  is  done,  let  us  consent  to 
sacrifice  in  this  our  basis  every  peculiarity,  by  making  first 
its  excesses  and  deficiencies  compensate  one  another,  so  far 
ns  possible,  and  only  afterwards,  in  case  of  need,  cutting  off 
or  filling  up  any  residual  excess  or  deficiency;  preferring 
also,  ceeteris  paribus,  the  elder  to  the  later  writer  or  text, 
and  the  original  text  to  the  translation.  With  these  prin- 
ciples, we  shall  select  the  historian  Josephus,  as  being  at  once 
the  most  ancient  and  the  best  qualified  writer  of  all  who 
have  left  anything  like  a continuous  reckoning  connecting 
sacred  with  profane  history.  And,  as  he  is  often  inconsistent 
with  himself,  citing  sometimes  the  shorter  numbers  of  the 
Hebrew  text,  which  already  differed  from  the  Greek,  but 
generally  following  a longer  chronology,  which  gave  to  many 
of  the  patriarchs  100  years  more  before  the  birth  of  their 
son,  we  shall  take  for  our  bnsis  the  longer  or  Greek,  not 
the  shorter  or  Hebrew,  reckoning  of  Josephus. 

Josephus,  then,  for  the  time  before  the  Flood,  making  xxvi 
centuries,  agrees  so  far  with  the  LXX.,but  differs  from  both 
the  Hebrew  and  the  Samaritan  texts.  Still,  as  these  two  texts 
are  not  identical,  and  as  besides  the  question  of  the  longer 
or  shorter  chronology  before  the  Flood  has  no  historical  im- 
portance, and  between  the  Flood  and  Abram  relates  to  a 
period  which  is  mostly  ante-historical,  we  need  not  in  these 
periods  dwell  minutely  on  any  questions  of  detail,  nor  scruple 
to  admit  - anything  which  is  not  strictly  peculiar  to  our 
author.  We  observe,  however,  that  in  his  decads  and  units 
for  the  time  before  the  Flood  Josephus  has  the  ’56  of  the 
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Hebrew,  not  the  ’62  of  the  LXX.,  his  whole  number  being 
2256  not  2262. 

After  the  Flood  it  is,  by  a peculiarity  of  his  own,  that  ho 
interposes  12  instead  of  2 current  years  between  the  Flood 
(let  us  understand  with  Africanus  the  commencement  of  the 
year  of  the  Flood,  not  the  end)  and  the  birth  of  Arphaxad ; 
but  this  excess  is  compensated  below,  all  but  one  year,  when, 
by  another  peculiarity  of  his  own,  he  cuts  off  9 years  from 
the  decads  and  units  of  Nahor. 

In  giving  six  centuries  more  than  the  Hebrew  gives  to 
the  first  six  postdiluvian  patriarchs,  and  50  years  more  than 
the  Hebrew  to  Nahor,  he  has  with  him  both  the  Samaritan 
text  and  the  Greek  LXX.  against  only  the  Hebrew.  But  in 
adding  yet  another  50  years  to  the  decads  of  Nahor,  while 
cutting  off  his  9 units,  he  is  peculiar ; and  after  allowing  the 
suppression  of  the  9 units  to  tell  in  compensation  for  part 
of  his  excess  of  10  years  above,  he  has  still  an  excess  of  51 
years,  peculiar  to  himself,  before  Abram.  This  excess  being 
cut  off,  he  will  exhibit  940  full  years  (or  941  current)  from 
the  end  of  the  600th  of  Noah,  the  year  of  the  Flood,  to  the 
birth  of  Abram  ; a result  agreeing  exactly  with  the  Samari- 
tan text,  and  differing  from  the  LXX.  oidy  by  the  absence  of 
130  years  which  it  gives  to  the  second  Cainan.  But  on  this 
point  Josephus  has  not  only  the  Samaritan  and  the  Hebrew 
texts,  but  also  the  earliest  Christian  fathers,  as  Africanus 
and  Eusebius,  in  his  favour,  and  only  the  LXX.  against  him. 
For  the  name  of  Cainan,  in  the  genealogy  given  by  St. 
Luke,  does  not  necessarily  imply  that  130  years  are  to  be 
reckoned  twice  over,  once  to  Arphaxad  and  again  to  Cainan ; 
Cainan  being  named  in  the  Scriptures  both  as  the  youngest 
son  of  Sliem,  and  at  the  same  time  elsewhere  as  the  son  of  the 
first-born  of  Shem  Arphaxad.  It  is  possible,  therefore,  that 
Shem  himself  may  have  “ raised  up  seed  ” to  his  first-born ; 
and  that  130  years  may  be  reckoned  rightly  to  Arphaxad  as 
including  Cainan,  or  to  Arphaxad  and  Cainan  conjointly, 
but  not  separately  to  both.  So  to  Abram  from  Adam  the 
Greek  sum  to  be  collected  from  Josephus  is  2256  -f  940  6m. 
— 3196,  less  by  6 years  than  the  sum  of  the  Septuagint, 
which  is  2262  + 940.6m.  = 3202  full  or  3203  current  years. 
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Beginning  afresh  from  Abram,  and  now  reckoning  from 
Nisan,  commonly  paralleled  with  our  March,  not  as  before 
from  September,  he  has,  with  general  consent,  505  years  to 
the  Exodus  + 40  of  Moses  + 5 of  the  wars  of  Joshua,  to  the 
division  of  the  Promised  Land  ; in  all  550.  For  the  survival 
of  Joshua  he  gives  20,  and  for  the  Elders  of  that  generation 
who  outlived  Joshua  10  more,  making  30  years;  with  which, 
from  whatever  source,  he  very  reasonably  and  probably  fills 
the  gap  left  in  the  text  of  the  book  of  Joshua.  Nor  is  there 
anything  peculiar  in  his  mention  of  “ 18  years  of  anarchy” 
before  the  first  judgeship  of  Othniel,  though  hereby  he  may 
have  led  later  writers  astray  ; for  18  years  of  anarchy  there 
were,  before  the  constitution  of  a judge,  between  Joshua  and 
Othniel,  viz.,  10  during  the  survival  of  the  Elders,  and  8 
more  during  the  first  servitude  under  Cushan  Risathaim, 
which  last  are  not  to  be  reduplicated,  if  they  are  reckoned, 
as  they  usually  are,  with  the  other  servitudes  in  the  time  of 
the  Judges.  After  the  30  of  Joshua  and  the  Elders,  he  has 
for  the  450  years  of  Judges,  reckoned  by  St.  Paul  “ to  Sa- 
muel the  Prophet,”  only  426,  omitting  uniformly,  by  a pecu- 
liarity of  his  own,  4 years  from  the  servitude  under  the 
Midianites,  and  all  the  20  years  of  Samuel’s  minority  after 
the  death  of  Eli,  while  the  ark  abode  at  Kirjath  Jearim. 
Then  he  allows  only  12  years,  manifestly  too  few,  for  the 
time  during  which  Samuel  judged  Israel  alone  from  the 
assembly  at  Mizpeh  to  the  demand  for  a king : then  40  years, 
however  divided,  of  Saul,  part  conjointly  with  Samuel  and 
part  alone : then  40  of  David  (of  which  he  commonly  drops 
the  fractions  composing  one  year  whenever  he  divides  the 
reign,  and  reckons  to  or  from  the  conquest  of  Jerusalem): 
then  80  years  of  Solomon,  doubling  by  a peculiarity  of  his 
own,  and  in  plain  contradiction  to  the  Scripture,  the  reign 
of  that  king  ; then  260  to  the  capture  of  Samaria  in  the  sixth 
year  of  Hezekiah  + 134  more  to  the  burning  of  the  Temple 
by  Nebuchadnezzar,  reckoning  all  the  years  named  in  the 
reigns  of  the  kings  of  Judah  from  Hezekiah  downwards  as 
perfect  years,  though  the  70  years  of  penal  sabbaths  of  the 
captivity  following  show  clearly  that  490  were  the  true  in- 
terval, to  be  reckoned  from  the  separation  of  Samuel  from 
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Saul,  and  the  commencement  of  that  neglect  which  lasted 
“ all  the  days  of  Saul,”  i.  e.  all  the  time  that  he  reigned  alone, 
the  last  20  years  of  his  reign.  The  excesses  and  deficiencies 
hitherto  noticed  compensate  one  another,  and  may  be  cor- 
rected by  simple  transposition,  the  four  years  too  many 
reckoned  to  the  kingdom  of  Judah  being  thrown  back  to  fill 
up  the  servitude  under  Midian  from  3 to  7 years ; and  one 
half  of  the  reign  of  Solomon  being  thrown  back  to  the 
times  of  Samuel,  viz.,  20  years  to  cover  the  time  of  his 
minority,  while  the  ark  abode  at  Kirjath  Jearim,  and  20  to 
increase  the  years  of  his  judgeship  from  12  to  32,  which  will 
give  time  for  him  to  have  become  old  and  greyheaded  be- 
tween the  assembly  at  Mizpeh  and  the  demand  for  a king. 
Thus  to  the  burning  of  the  Temple,  or  rather,  to  the  end  of 
the  11th  year  of  Zedekiah  a little  earlier,  from  the  birth  of 
Abram,  reckoning  from  Nisan  to  Nisan,  we  have  1572  years. 
Then  follow  70  years  of  the  captivity,  which  may  be  reckoned 
from  a double  or  even  treble  commencement  to  a double 
or  treble  end ; for  they  may  be  reckoned  either  from  the 
deportation  of  Daniel  in  the  fourth  year  of  Jehoiakim,  and 
the  first  of  Nebuchadnezzar  in  Syria,  to  the  edict  of  Cyrus 
in  his  first  year,  after  the  death  of  his  uncle ; or  from  the 
deportation  of  Jeconias  and  Ezekiel  to  the  edict  of  Cam- 
byses;  or,  lastly,  from  the  end  of  the  11th  of  Zedekiah,  before 
the  burning  of  the  Temple,  to  the  end  of  the  4th  year  (not 
the  second)  of  Darius  Hystaspes.  Josephus  himself  reckons 
accurately  enough,  making  only  52  between  Nisan  1 pre- 
ceding the  burning  of  the  Temple  and  the  edict  of  Cyrus, 
thus:  25  years  for  the  remainder  of  the  reign  of  Nebuchad- 
nezzar, + 2 of  Evil-Merodach,+  4 of  Neriglissar,  + 9 months 
of  Laborosoarchod,  + 17  years  of  Nabonadius;  in  all  48.9“ 
from  the  burning  of  the  Temple  to  the  capture  of  Babylon, 
+ 3 years  to  the  edict  of  Cyrus.  But  Josephus,  in  one 
place,  speaking  at  once  of  Nebuchadnezzar’s  first  Syrian 
campaign  (with  which  he  not  untruly  connects  the  com- 
mencement of  the  70  years’  captivity),  and  of  the  burning  of 
the  Temple  by  the  same  Nebuchadnezzar  in  his  19th  year 
afterwards,  some  ambiguity  in  his  language  (and  in  that  of 
2 Paralip.  xxxvi.),  has  given  occasion  to  later  writers  to 
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make  70  years  between  the  burning  of  the  Temple  and  the 
edict  of  Cyrus;  and  they  complicate  the  error  by  putting 
this  edict  in  the  first  year  of  his  first  Babylonian  or  even  of 
his  Persian  accession,  which  was  really  21  years  before  the 
capture  of  Babylon,  and  23  before  the  death  of  his  uncle 
Darius  and  his  third  and  last  accession  as  sole  monarch  at 
Babylon  and  Ecbatana. 

From  the  accession  of  Cyrus  as  sole  ruler,  and  the  end  of 
the  70  years  as  reckoned  from  the  fourth  of  Jehoiakim,  or 
52  from  the  eleventh  of  Zedekiah,  Josephus  uses  all  those 
reckonings  of  the  heathen,  as  the  years  of  Nabonaasar,  of 
the  Seleucidae,  of  the  Greek  Olympiads,  and  of  the  Roman 
Consuls  and  Emperors,  which  the  Scripture  also  uses,  or 
refers  to  as  known,  and  of  which  the  most  exact  and  scien- 
tific form  is  that  preserved  or  digested  by  Hipparchus  and 
Claudius  Ptolemy  in  the  Astronomical  Canon.  The  years  of 
this,  too,  arc  in  form  Egyptian.  According  to  this  reckon- 
ing, there  are  of  Persians,  from  the  capture  of  Babylon  and 
the  joint  Babylonian  accession  of  Cyrus  with  his  uncle 
Darius  (antedated  from  January  5,  B.c.  538),  209  years, 
or  from  the  accession  of  Cyrus  sole  after  his  uncle’s 
death,  206,  or  from  the  end  of  the  fourth  of  Darius  Hy- 
staspes,  December  31,  B.c.  518,  188  years  to  the  death  of 
Darius  Codomannus  in  b.c.  330.  Then  300  years  of  Mace- 
donians, to  the  deaths  of  Antony  and  Cleopatra,  and  the 
reduction  of  Egypt,  in  the  year  after  the  battle  of  Actium, 
B.c.  30 ; and  lastly,  from  thence  99  (30  -I-  69)  to  the  burning 
of  the  Temple  by  Titus,  in  A.D.  70. 

Josephus  has  also  other  parallel  and  Jewish  reckonings, 
which  come  to  the  same  thing.  So  he  makes  414  Hebrew 
years  from  the  death  of  Seraiah  the  high-priest  slain  by 
order  of  Nebuchadnezzar  at  Riblah,  in  the  autumn  of  B.c. 
587,  to  that  of  Onias,  the  high-priest,  slain  at  Antioch  in 
the  winter  three  years  after  the  accession  of  Antiochus 
Epiphanes.  And  again,  he  subdivides  the  same  space  by 
the  death  of  Jaddua  the  high-priest,  who  died,  he  says,  a 
little  after  Alexander  the  Great,  263  years  after  the  death 
of  Seraiah.  But  263  Hebrew  years,  reckoned  from  the 
autumn  of  B.c.  587,  or  263  Nabonassarian  or  Egyptian 
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years,  reckoned  from  the  spring  of  b.c.  586,  end  in  the 
autumn  of  B.c.  324,  where  the  death  of  Alexander  is 
technically  put:  and  thence  151  more  take  us  on  to  the 
winter  of  B.  c.  173,  which  certainly  seems  too  early,  and  it 
may  be  that  Josephus  reckoned  as  if  Seraiah  were  put  to 
death  after  the  19th  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  in  B.c.  586,  and 
Onias  in  the  winter  of  B.c.  172,  which  seeins  the  more  pro- 
bable date.  Again,  “ from  the  deliverance  from  Babylon,” 
for  which  we  must  correct  from  Eusebius,  “ the  carrying 
away  into  captivity  to  Babylon,”  to  the  assumption  of 
royalty  by  the  high-priest  Alexander  Josephus  reckons 
481,  or  rather  (as  we  again  correct  from  the  Armenian  ver- 
sion of  Eusebius’  Chronicon)  484  years.  But  from  B.c.  587 
484  take  us  to  B.c.  103;  whence  he  reckons  to  Pompcy 
1 + 27  + 9 + 3 and  3 months,  in  all  40  years  and  3 months ; 
which  being  counted  from  B.c.  103,  give  us  rightly  the 
year  B.C.  63,  and  the  beginning  of  the  fourth  month. 
Thence  he  makes  27  current  years  to  the  capture  of  Jeru- 
salem by  Herod  and  Sosius,  which  so  was  in  the  winter  of 
B.c.  37,  three  years  after  Herod  had  been  made  king  by  the 
Romans,  and  in  the  27  th  current  year  after  Pompcy.  And 
again,  he  makes  24  current  years  of  Hyrcanus  + 3 years  and 
3 months  of  Antigonus,  to  the  death  of  this  latter,  who  was 
slain  by  Antony  sometime  after  the  capture  of  Jerusalem,  i.e. 
in  the  summer  of  B.c.  36,  before  his  Parthian  expedition. 
Again,  Josephus  gives  126  years  to  the  dynasty  of  the  As- 
moneans,  which  being  reckoned  back  from  the  death  of  Anti- 
gonus in  B.c.  36,  take  us  for  the  commencement  of  the  dynasty 
to  B.c.  162,  when  the  convention  made  with  Judas  Macca- 
beus by  Antiochus  Eupator  and  Lysias  was  ratified  by  the 
concurrence  of  the  Roman  commissioners  then  in  Syria. 

The  result  of  the  whole,  to  recapitulate,  is  a sum  of  2256 
years  full  to  the  end  of  the  year  including  the  Flood, 
reckoned  from  September  to  September,  or  2257  years 
current  to  the  birth  of  Arphaxad : and  from  a little  before 
the  birth  of  Arphaxad,  reckoning  now  from  the  spring  in- 
stead of  the  autumn,  from  Nisan  to  Nisan,  940  years  to  the 
birth  of  Abram,  + 550  to  the  division  of  lands,  + 30  of  the 
survival  of  Joshua  and  the  Elders,  + 450  of  Judges  and 
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servitudes,  or  other  intervals,  to  Samuel  the  prophet,  4-  32  of 
Samuel  alone,  + 20  of  Saul  with  Samuel,  + 4S0  to  the  end 
of  the  11th  of  Zedekiah,  in  the  spring  of  B.C.  587,  a little 
before  the  burning  of  the  Temple,  + 52  to  Nisan  1 in  B.c. 
535,  or  70  to  Nisan  1 in  b.c.  517,  between  2 and  3 months 
after  the  end  of  the  4th  of  Darius  Hystaspes : for  his  4th 
(Nabonassarian)  year  ended  Dec.  31,  B.C.  518.  Thence  in 
Nabon agrarian  or  Egyptian  years,  from  Dec.  31,  B.c.  518,  the 
remainder  of  the  Persians,  being  188  years,  + 300  of  Mace- 
donians, -f  29  of  Augustus,  in  all  517,  to  Aug.  24,  B.C.  1; 
but  from  Nisan  1 in  B.C.  517,  where  our  Hebrew  reckoning 
ended,  only  516  years,  5 months,  and  some  days  to  the  same 
date,  Aug.  24,  B.c.  1,  or  517  years  to  Nisan  1,  a.d.  1,  of  the 
vulgar  era. 

The  sum  total  is  5355  Hebrew  or  solar  years,  beginning 
from  September  B.C.  5356,  and  ending  in  Sept.  B.C.  1;  or 
5356  years  from  Sept,  B.c.  5356  to  Sept  a.d.  1 of  the  vulgar 
era.  But  these  5355  Hebrew  or  Julian  years  being  equal 
in  terms  of  the  vague  Egyptian  year  to  5358  years  and  243J 
days,  i.c.  about  8 Egyptian  months,  ending  perhaps  10  or 
11  days  later  than  Aug  24  (the  end  of  the  vague  Egyptian 
year  in  n.c.  1),  we  have  this  sum  of  our  sacred  chronology, 
collected  from  the  Scriptures  and  Josephus,  to  compare  with 
that  native  Egyptian  reckoning  of  5364  vague  years  ending 
Aug.  24,  b.c.  1,  which  we  obtained  both  from  the  Chronicle, 
and  also  from  the  sum  48,863  given  by  Diogenes  Laertius. 

But  if  we  deduct  5358  Egyptian  years  and  243  days,  or 
nearly  8 months,  from  5364,  we  have  for  the  remainder  five 
years,  four  months,  and  some  days;  which  is,  in  fact,  the 
same  thing  as  to  find  that  the  two  reckonings  absolutely 
coincide,  except  that  the  Egyptian  agrees  with  the  Alex- 
andrine LXX.  in  having  six  years  (before  the  Flood)  more 
than  the  Hebrew  text  and  Josephus  (2262  instead  of  2256), 
though  this  excess  of  six  years  is  reduced  to  five  years  and 
about  four  months  by  the  Egyptians  putting  down  their 
natale  mundi  from  the  Hebrew  epoch  in  September  B.c.  5362, 
to  the  next  following  commencement  of  their  own  movable 
year.  For  Thoth,  the  first  day  of  the  vague  year,  being  in 
B.c.  5362  and  5361  not  in  autumn,  but  at  April  26,  it  was 
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clearly  necessary  for  the  Egyptians  either  to  cut  off  eight 
months  (supposing  them  to  have  had  originally  the  same 
reckoning  with  the  Hebrews),  or  to  add  and  antedate  by  four 
months,  if  they  chose  to  make  the  world  to  begin  from  the 
first  day  of  their  own  year : and  this  we  may  be  sure  they 
would  choose  to  do,  even  apart  from  any  scheme  which 
should  superadd  the  idea  that  all  time,  both  cosmical  and 
human,  had  run  from  the  beginning  in  the  mould  of  the 
Sothic  Cycle;  in  which  case,  of  course,  a commencement 
from  any  other  point  than  that  of  the  new  year  could  have 
no  place. 

Some  approximation  we  might  have  expected,  knowing, 
as  we  do,  that  the  traditionary  dates  of  the  Babylonians  also, 
and  of  the  Chinese,  for  the  Flood,  agree  very  nearly  with  that 
of  the  Greek  Scriptures;  but  this  appearance  of  exact 
agreement  with  one  of  the  most  important  varieties  of  the 
sacred  text,  connected,  too,  with  Egypt  as  having  been 
preserved  or  originated  there  by  the  LXX.  and  followed  by 
the  earliest  Christian  chronologers,  as  Africanus  and  Hippo- 
lytus,  is  so  very  singular  a result,  that  at  first  it  excites 
■wonder  and  suspicion  rather  than  satisfaction ; and  when 
these  subside,  they  are  followed  by  curiosity  as  to  the  way 
in  which  such  an  agreement  may  have  come  to  exist.  Had 
then  the  Egyptians  preserved,  independently,  a reckoning 
of  time,  both  before  and  after  the  Flood,  identical  with  that 
of  the  Hebrews  ? or  had  they  learned  anything  from  the 
patriarchs  Abraham  or  Joseph?  Were  the  early  genealo- 
gies given  by  Moses  equally  known  to  the  Egyptians 
when  he  wrote?  or  did  the  priests  of  Egypt  at  some  later 
time  borrow  from  the  Hebrews,  or  from  the  sacred  books  of 
the  Hebrews?  And  again,  as  respects  the  difference  be- 
tween the  decads  and  units  of  the  Hebrew  text  and  the 
Greek,  the  ’56  or  the  ’62  in  the  sum  of  the  years  before  the 
Flood : — Did  a traditional  reckoning  preserved  in  Egypt 
influence  the  Hebrew  translators?  or  did  they  find  in  books 
brought  from  Jerusalem,  and  follow  in  their  translation, 
some  older  reading  than  that  of  the  present  Hebrew  and 
Samaritan  texts,  agreeing  exactly  with  Egyptian  tradition? 
and,  if  so,  whence  is  the  present  reading  of  the  Hebrew  and 
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Samaritan  texts  ? May  it  be  from  a Babylonian  source, 
seeing  that  the  reckoning  of  Berosus  to  the  Flood  very 
nearly  agrees  with  the  Hebrew,  much  as  the  Egyptian 
reckoning  agrees  with  the  Greek  text?  These  are  questions 
naturally  suggested  by  the  result  arrived  at,  but  beyond  our 
power  to  answer.  Only,  it  may  be  remarked,  that  the  130 
years  of  the  second  Cainan,  which  are  found  in  the  LXX.  and 
not  in  the  Hebrew  or  Samaritan  texts,  and  which  any  one 
might  suspect  to  have  been  added  in  Egypt,  are  now  seen  to 
have  had  no  native  Egyptian  source.  Also,  we  may  add,  that 
while  the  Chronicle  itself,  and  still  more,  any  statements 
traceable  to  the  time  of  Aristotle  and  Alexander,  are  older 
than  the  Jewish  settlements  in  Egypt,  and  the  translation  of 
their  Scriptures  into  Greek,  the  existence  of  other  schemes 
similar  to  that  of  the  Chronicle,  and  containing  the  same 
chronological  elements,  can  be  traced,  as  we  shall  see,  to  a 
point  of  time  1000  years  earlier  than  its  epoch.  And  this 
being  so,  it  seems  probable  that  the  same  were  already 
familiar  to  the  priests  in  the  time  of  Moses,  whether  derived 
in  part  from  Hebrew,  or  only  from  native  sources. 

We  may  now  return  to  that  question  of  the  nature  and 
origin  of  the  period  of  xxv  cycles,  as  exhibiting  the 
aTro/caTdtrratns,  which  we  passed  over  above  as  unnecessary 
and  premature.  With  the  help  of  the  ascertained  elements 
of  this  period  in  the  Chronicle,  and  of  certain  hints  from 
other  sources,  we  may  have  a better  chance  of  success. 

We  know  that  under  the  Ptolemies  and  the  Romans,  the 
idea  existed  that  the  vast  periods  of  the  Egyptians,  of  the 
Chronicle  and  of  Manetho  in  particular,  had  been  swelled 
to  their  apparent  bulk  by  counting,  for  the  earlier  spaces 
of  time,  months,  under  the  name  of  years.  We  are  told  by 
Diodorus  Siculus  (b.C.  60)  of  some  of  his  own  contempo- 
raries, men  of  learning  and  sagacity,  and  by  Eusebius,  in 
the  fourth  century  after  Christ,  of  certain  Christian  writers, 
who  had  attempted  to  reduce  those  vast  periods  as  if  from 
months  to  years.  Later  still,  in  the  fifth  century,  the 
Egyptian  monks  Anianus  and  Panodorus,  according  to 
Syncellus,  blamed  Eusebius  for  having  slighted  such  at- 
tempts, and  put  forth  a scheme  of  their  own  based  on  the 
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same  principle  of  reduction.  But  from  Herodotus,  and 
Plato,  and  Aristotle,  and  also  from  the  remains  of  the  Turin 
Papyrus,  of  the  13th  or  14th  century  before  Christ,  we 
know  that  vast  periods,  very  similar  to  those  of  Manetho 
and  the  Chronicle,  had,  for  ages  before  Herodotus,  been 
reckoned  by  the  Egyptians  to  their  earlier  dynasties  of  gods 
and  demigods,  before  coming  to  ordinary  kings.  And  as 
Africanus  ascribes  to  the  Phoenicians  also  a period  of  above 
30,000  years,  probably  the  same  with  that  of  the  Chronicle, 
and  so,  by  its  nature,  connected  with  the  Sothic  cycle,  and 
with  Egypt,  we  may  infer  that  they  borrowed  this,  together 
with  most  of  their  cosmogony  and  theogony  from  the  Herm- 
etic books,  which  their  oldest  writers  on  the  subject  followed. 
So,  then,  this  definition  of  the  period  of  the  airoKararraait 
is  nothing  devised  by  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  for  his 
own  purpose ; but  it  had  preexisted  long  before,  cither  ns  a 
derivative  form,  or  perhaps  as  itself  the  original  form  of  the 
vast  periods  of  the  Egyptians ; and  it  became  in  time  the 
basis  of  the  Chronicle,  and  through  it  of  other  later  varieties. 
Herodotus  and  Plato,  or  Eudoxus,  no  less  than  other  Inter 
writers,  had  heard  that  the  earliest  Egyptian  “ years  ” were 
months  of  30  days : “ Et  Si  teal  o ’EvSofor  ■]0is,  oti 

Air/trrrrioi  t ov  p-ijva  iviavrov  IkoAovv,  ovk  av  rj  rcov  ttoWwv 
rovraiv  ivMvr&v  anapid palais  t)(ot  n davpaerrov."  ( Proclut 
in  Timceum,  p.  31.  1.  50.)  Diodorus  Siculus  adds  more 
particularly  that,  according  to  some,  the  long  reigns  of  the 
earlier  Gods,  who  had  above  1200  years  each,  were  com- 
posed of  months  of  30  days,  not  real  years ; and  those  of  the 
later  Gods,  who  had  over  300  years  each,  were  composed  of 
seasons  of  four  months  each  (and  300  seasons  alone  would 
give  them  equally  with  the  earlier  100  real  years  each),  the 
native  Egyptian  year  being  divided  into  three  seasons  ( [rpips - 
piaiv  (bpais)  of  spring,  summer,  and  winter  (eapndj,  zeal  Sepoy, 
teal  xeipspivT}),  not  four,  like  the  Greek.  Later  writers, 
after  the  introduction  of  the  Julian  year,  as  Eusebius,  and 
Anianus,  and  Panodorus,  not  attending  to  this  peculiarity,  tell 
us  that  the  oldest  times,  of  the  gods,  were  reckoned  by  the 
Egyptians  in  months  of  30  days,  and  those  of  the  demigods, 
who  came  after  them,  in  seasons  of  “ three  months  ” each. 
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Hut  for  us  it  is  enough  to  be  informed  that  the  years  given 
to  the  gods,  whether  earlier  or  later,  were  confessed  by 
some  of  the  Egyptians,  in  the  time  of  Plato  and  Diodorus, 
to  be  properly  Egyptian  months  of  30  days  (carrying  with 
them,  if  obtained  by  division  of  Egyptian  years,  their 
fraction  of  the  five  hrayopevai).  But  as  for  the  demigods, 
it  is  evident  that,  in  the  Chronicle  at  least,  their  years  are 
neither  months  nor  seasons  capable  of  reduction,  so  that 
what  was  told  to  Diodorus  about  season-years  does  not 
apply  to  them:  for  217  years  divided  between  VIII  demi- 
gods gives  to  each  an  average  reign  of  only  27  years 
and  a little  over,  which  are  manifestly  true  years.  And 
for  reduction  we  can  have  to  do,  in  the  Chronicle,  only 
with  those  30,000  + 681  +2922  years,  making  xxiii  cycles, 
which,  in  it,  belong  properly  to  Ra  and  to  the  xm  gods. 

Now  if  we  suppose  an  Egyptian  priest,  at  some  date  near 
the  cyclical  epoch  of  July  20,  b.  C.  1322,  to  have  occupied 
himself  with  reducing  his  tradition  of  all  past  time  to  terms 
of  the  Sothic  Cycle,  he  would  first  go  back  as  many  vague 
years  of  365  days  each  as  had  been  reckoned  6ince  the  addi- 
tion of  the  epagometice  (contemporary  perhaps  with  the  calcu- 
lation of  the  Sothic  Cycle  itself).  Then  he  would  have  to 
reduce  to  similar  years  as  many  earlier  years  as  had  had  only 
360  days  each.  Then  again,  if  there  had  ever  been  a still 
earlier  reckoning  of  months  only,  of  alternately  30  and  29 
days,  he  would  have  to  distribute  these  into  years  of  365 
days  each.  And  lastly,  no  doubt,  he  would  have  to  cut  off 
or  add,  at  top,  some  fractional  number  of  months  or  days,  to 
make  the  whole  series  begin  from  the  first  day  of  Thotli,  the 
first  month  of  the  movable  year.  And  supposing  him  thus 
to  have  obtained  those  3042  (2922  + 217  + 903)  vague  years 
which  we  have  found  in  the  Chronicle,  ending  July  20,  B.C. 
1322 ; and  further  to  have  added  the  fractional  number  of 
341  years,  to  make  all  time  begin  from  a Sothic  epoch,  so 
ns  with  this  addition  to  have  three  complete  cycles,  ending 
July  20,  in  the  Julian  year  B.C.  1322,  and  beginning  July 
20,  B.C.  5702  (for  903  + 217  [ + 341,]  + 2581  4 341,  making 
4383  vague,  are  less  by  3,  that  is,  are  only  4380,  in  Julian 
years)  ; and  yet  again,  supposing  him  to  have  assigned  to  the 
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old  world  two  out  of  his  three  cycles,  reckoning  to  the  ante- 
diluvians, under  whatever  designations,  158  years  more  than 
their  actual  survival  of  the  Flood,  he  would  have  in  these  two 
cycles  by  themselves  a distinct  and  perfect  diroKaTacnaois, 
much  more  real  than  any  which  the  arrival  of  the  cyclical 
epoch  might  prompt  him  to  feign  1120  or  (by  the  help  of 
his  addition  of  341)  1461  years  later.  The  fact  that  the  first 
elementary  reckoning  of  time,  after  that  by  days,  is  by 
months,  or  lunations,  joined  with  a tradition  of  the  longevity 
of  the  Patriarchs,  and  an  idea  of  what  was  becoming  for  a 
succession  of  deities  as  compared  with  ordinary  men,  and  for 
a real  and  physical  as  compared  with  a merely  imaginary 
aTTOKaidcrracns,  might  suggest  the  idea  of  multiplying  the 
years  of  the  Gods  by  twelve.  And  this  being  done  for  their 
two  whole  cycles  only,  no  inconvenience  nor  confusion  would 
follow,  such  as  would  have  followed  if  any  part  of  a cycle 
had  been  reckoned  in  months  and  the  rest  of  it  in  real  years ; 
but  it  would  be  for  those  that  understood  merely  a varied 
form  for  expressing  the  true  reckoning ; it  being  all  one, 
both  for  the  whole  number  and  for  every  subdivision  of  it, 
to  give  uniformly  the  true  figures,  or  to  multiply  them  uni- 
formly by  twelve ; to  name  two  cycles,  or  spaces  equal  to 
cycles,  of  Egyptian  solar  years,  or  twenty-four  cycles  of 
Egyptian  month-years.  And  the  number  35,864  (xxiv  cycles) 
of  such  years,  together  with  341  fictitious,  and  the  fractional 
number  of  217  real  years,  being  given  to  the  gods  and  demi- 
gods, these  all,  with  903  of  the  monarchy  since  Menes,  would 
make  for  the  uninitiated  a sum  total  of  xxv  cycles,  or  36,525 
years,  ending  July  20,  b.C.  1322  ; but  for  the  initiated,  who 
knew  that  they  were  to  divide  the  xxiv  cycles  by  12,  and 
eject  the  341  years  interpolated,  the  true  chronological  sum 
understood  wrould  be  (2922  + 1120  = ) 4042  years. 

It  is  probable,  then,  that  the  definition  of  the  diroKard- 
rraais  by  the  number  of  xxv  nominal  cycles  originated 
merely  in  the  fact  that,  when  the  cyclical  epoch  of  B.c.  1322 
first  suggested  the  fancy,  actual  reckoning  went  back  only 
two  real  cycles  and  1120  years  (besides  a fraction  of  months  to 
he  cut  off),  and  when  this  space  was  filled  up  to  three  cycles, 
the  first  two  cycles  admitted  well,  the  third,  on  the  contrary, 
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did  not  admit,  the  process  of  equable  multiplication.  So  xxv 
cycles  of  nominal,  or  III  of  full  years,  was  then  the  natural 
definition  of  an  utro/caraa-Tcwis ; and  very  probably  the  great 
sums  still  discernible  in  the  Turin  MS.  (two  of  which  make 
together  about  36,620  years,  or  about  100  more  than  the 
sum  of  the  dvoKardaraa-is,  and  reach,  perhaps,  if  they  admit 
of  being  so  added  together,  to  the  epoch  of  the  MS.),  may 
be  connected  with  this  earliest  form  of  the  scheme,  which 
above  1000  years  later  was  taken  as  his  basis  by  the  author 
of  the  Chronicle. 

Twenty-five  cycles,  or  36,525  years,  being  the  period  of 
the  compound  and  partial  diroKcndo-Ttuns  feigned  at  the  true 
cyclical  epoch  of  b.c.  1322,  this  same  definition  would  be 
likely  to  remain  in  possession,  both  by  prescription,  and  also 
perhaps  because  it  seemed  equivalent  to  a multiplication  of 
the  lunisolar  Apis  Cycle  of  21  years  into  the  Sothic  Cycle  of 
1461.  Else,  if  it  had  been  the  second  instead  of  the  first  Sothic 
epoch  since  the  old  world,  when  the  idea  first  occurred,  the 
period  of  the  leigned  dtroKaTacrrcuns  would  have  been  fixed 
at  xxvi,  or,  without  any  multiplication  into  months,  at  IV 
Sothic  cycles,  and  37,986  instead  of  36,525  nominal  years. 
But  xxv  cycles  being  the  number  in  b.c.  1322,  if  it  were 
desired  at  the  next  cyclical  epoch,  L e.,  in  A.D.  139,  when 
time  had  moved  on  one  complete  cycle,  to  renew  the  same 
fiction  ot  an  (nroKardcnacns  without  changing  its  definition 
from  xxv  to  xxvi  cycles,  it  would  be  necessary  to  strike 
out  one  whole  cycle  of  the  month-years  of  the  gods  above, 
to  make  room  for  the  new  cycle  of  real  years  to  be  taken  in 
below.  And  this  change  would  destroy  the  nature  and  sym- 
metry of  the  scheme.  For  the  years  of  the  gods  or  antedilu- 
vians appearing  then  as  xxm  nominal  cycles  instead  of  xxiv, 
neither  the  whole  sum  of  their  true  years,  2922,  nor  any  of 
its  chronological  subdivisions,  would  be  any  longer  obtain- 
able from  it  by  dividing  by  12,  but  only  by  dividing  by  -J-J-ths, 
a h action  which  has  no  relation  to  months  or  to  any  other 
component  parts  ot  the  year.  And  the  same  would  be  the 
case  if,  instead  of  the  next  true  cyclical  epoch,  some  other 
date  short  of  it,  as  B.c.  345  or  305,  were  taken  for  the  end 
of  an  aTroKaraaracris  in  the  same  number  of  xxv  cycles. 
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The  symmetry  of  the  original  scheme  would  equally  be  de- 
stroyed, and  the  month-years  would  equally  lose  their  cha- 
racter, by  the  suppression  of  978  or  1018  of  their  number, 
to  make  room  for  the  years  which  had  grown  between  b.c. 
1322  and  Nectanebo  or  the  Lagidas.  And  this  being  so,  it 
would  be  all  one  whether  the  complement  of  483  or  443 
years  more  were  left  to  stand  as  before  as  years  of  the  gods, 
or  were  separated  as  years  of  the  last  cycle  of  the  whole 
series,  really  future,  but  thrown  up,  as  in  the  Chronicle,  to 
make  the  cnroKaTaaTacris  end  483  or  443  years  short  of  the 
true  expiration  of  the  Cycle. 

We  can  understand  now  why  the  author  of  the  Chronicle 
not  only  suppressed  one  cycle  out  of  the  original  xxiv  of 
month-years,  but  separated  also  from  the  remaining  XXIII 
cycles  2922  years  as  the  sum  out  of  which  they  had  sprung, 
and  gave  this  sum  only  to  his  xm  gods  representing  the 
antediluvians  (for  we  need  not  notice  fractional  numbers 
seemingly  added  to  them,  but  really  separate),  while  the  xxi 
cycles  still  remaining  out  of  the  xxiv  originated  by  multi- 
plication, having  lost  not  only  the  character  of  month-years, 
but  all  relation  to  the  2922  now  become  again  full  years,  are 
given  in  truth,  all  of  them  (though  ostensibly  only  the  round 
number  of  30,000  is  given)  to  the  sun  ns  years  merely 
nominal,  fictitious,  or,  if  any  one  please,  cosmical,  answering 
no  other  purpose  than  that  of  telling  towards  the  traditional 
sum  of  airoKardaratns  which  it  is  desired  to  exhibit 

Besides  the  succession  of  real  years  in  three  distinct  sums, 
of  2922  for  the  old  world,  217  for  the  interval  between  it  and 
Menes,  and  1881  years  of  the  monarchy  from  Mcncs  to  Ncc- 
tanebo,  we  have  also  to  consider  in  the  Chronicle  its  assign- 
ment of  these  three  spaces  of  time  to  three  distinct  classes 
(cOvt))  of  rulers  (besides  the  Sun-God),  viz.  Gods,  Demigods, 
and  ordinary  mortal  Kings,  perhaps  connected  with  three 
peoples  of  ’A spiral  (antediluvian  Egyptians),  ^Utrrpaioi  (i.  e. 
descendants  of  Misor,  who  is  named  by  Sanchoniathon),  and 
Alyirrmoi  (i.  e.  the  Egyptians  of  the  times  of  the  monarchy). 
These  three  classes  are  subdivided  further  into  XXX  Dy- 
nasties and  exm  generations. 

Before  considering  this  triple  arrangement  of  designations, 
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dynasties,  and  generations  in  detail,  it  is  to  be  remarked  of 
tbe  god  Plitlia, "H^atoros,  to  whom  later  schemes  give  a reign 
with  a certain  number  of  years,  making  him  either  the  first 
dynasty,  or  the  head  of  the  first  dynasty,  and  the  first  gene- 
ration, that  in  the  Chronicle,  on  the  contrary,  his  name  is  set 
at  the  head  of  all  only  to  be  connected  with  the  notice 
that,  as  he  has  no  relation  to  time,  he  has  no  reign  measurable 
by  days  and  years,  nor  constitutes  any  one  of  the  XXX  Dy- 
nasties, or  of  the  cxm  generations.  From  him  are  all  gen- 
erations, and  in  his  timeless  reign  all  temporal  dynasties  and 
reigns  are  comprehended.  But  the  first  principle  with  the 
Egyptians  being  not  a pure  spirit,  creating  matter  from 
nothing,  but,  to  speak  plainly,  a confused  compound  of  rare- 
fied matter  and  spirit,  or  intellectual  fire,  it  was  open  to  them 
to  make  their  theogony  and  cosmogony  begin  from  either  the 
one  side  or  the  other  of  this  compound.  The  author  of  the 
Chronicle  inclines  to  the  less  materialistic  method,  but  ac- 
cording to  other  later  writers,  as  we  learn  from  Diodorus 
Siculus,  Phtha  himself  sprang  from  the  material  watery  prin- 
ciple None,  NetXoy,  or  M&jt,  i.  e.  mud : and  the  followers  of 
this  school  would  naturally  give  a reign  in  time  to  their 
Phtha  son  of  Nilos,  no  less  than  to  other  originated  deities 
his  successors. 

Besides  Phtha  there  is  another  deity  not  of  human  origin, 
Cncph  or  Agathodaemon,  who  in  the  lists  of  Manetho  and 
his  re-editors  stands  third  among  the  gods,  with  a reign  as- 
signed him  in  years  ; but  in  the  Chroniele  he  is  unnamed,  not 
because  his  existence  was  unrecognised,  but  because  he  also, 
like  Phtha  from  whom  he  is  derived,  had  no  distinct  relation 
to  time  as  measurable  in  days  and  nights.  Time,  according  to 
the  Chronicle,  is  measured  by  the  sun ; and  originally  bv  the 
sun  alone,  but  secondarily  also  by  man,  both  such  as  he  is  now 
upon  the  earth,  and  earlier  by  demigods  and  gods,  of  whom 
the  first  is  therefore  perhaps  named  in  Greek  K povot,  or 
xpovos.  So  the  earliest  of  the  cxm  generations,  which  all 
have  relation  to  time,  and  the  first  reign  and  dynastv  of  the 
XXX  Dynasties  in  time,  is  given  by  the  Chronicle  to  Ra  the 
Sun-God : and  after  him  we  proceed  at  once  to  Cronus  and 
XU  of  l»ia  descendants  and  successors,  who  are  xm  more 
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generations  ; and  each  one  of  them  is  in  himself  a dynasty  ; 
so  that  thus  far  generation,  reign,  and  dynasty  are  all  one  : 
and  it  is  to  these  XIII  Gods  of  the  family  of  Cronus  that 
the  first  2922  years  of  real  human  time,  according  to  Egyp- 
tian reckoning,  have  been  ascertained  above  to  belong. 

Now  apart  from  any  hint  contained  in  the  name  Mes- 
tneans,  if  that  be  admitted  to  be  from  the  author  of  the  Chro- 
nicle himself,  as  it  may  well  be,  and  not  merely  a gloss  of 
Africanus  or  Eusebius,  the  historical  position  of  the  three 
spaces  of  time,  the  2922,  the  217,  and  the  1881  years  con- 
tained in  the  Chronicle,  having  been  ascertained,  it  follows 
that  the  dynasties  and  rulers  named  by  it  viust  virtually 
correspond  to  the  rulers  of  mankind  and  of  Egypt  during 
the  times  to  which  they  severally  belong.  This  would  be  so, 
even  if  all  the  three  spaces  were  covered  alike  by  generations 
or  reigns  of  ordinary  length  (as  the  first  903  years  after  the 
Flood  in  Berosus  seem  to  have  84  apocryphal  kings  with 
average  reigns  of  only  10  years).  But  when  we  find  the 
rulers  of  the  first  two  periods  in  the  Chronicle,  its  XIII  Gods 
and  vm  Demigods,  answering  closely  to  the  true  generations 
of  the  antediluvian  and  postdiluvian  patriarchs  in  number, 
and  therefore  also  in  the  average  length  of  the  reigns  and 
generations ; and  when  we  know  besides,  as  we  do,  that  the 
Pantheon  of  the  Egyptians  and  of  other  nations,  which  they 
said  had  all  borrowed  from  them,  was  peopled,  in  part  at  least, 
with  deified  ancestors; — for  even  the  heavenly  luminaries,  and 
the  elements  and  powers  of  nature,  and  notions  of  the  true 
God  still  remaining,  or  of  angels  and  demons,  so  far  as  they 
were  invested  with  humanity  and  sex,  were  identified  with 
human  ancestors  ; — we  cannot  doubt  that  Kpovos  or  Xpovos 
is  the  first  man  who  reckoned  time  upon  the  earth,  when  the 
sun  ceased  to  reign  alone,  and  that  the  Xii  Gods  his  de- 
scendants are  meant  to  answer  to  the  xu  patriarclis  of  the 
antediluvians,  the  three  sons  of  Noah  being  included  as  three 
successive  generations,  so  as  to  suit  the  consecutive  nature 
of  the  Chronicle,  and  so  as  to  give  a true  average  length  to 
these  generations  of  174  years,  instead  of  203,  which  would 
be  their  average  length  if  only  eleven  generations  were  to 
be  reckoned  in  all,  and  one  of  the  eleven,  like  that  of  Noah 
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in  the  Mosaic  history,  had  the  anomalous  length  of  500 
years. 

When  we  say  an  average  length  of  174  years,  this  is  only 
for  such  as  knew  the  true  date  of  the  Flood,  the  end  of  the 
old  world,  an  epoch  by  no  means  to  be  named  nor  even 
directly  alluded  to  by  any  Egyptian.  Else,  the  old  world 
being  carried  down  to  within  217  years  of  Menes,  and  not 
only  500  years  of  the  survival  of  the  patriarchs,  but  even 
158  years  beyond,  being  added  to  their  reigns,  so  as  to  give 
it  a cyclical  termination,  the  xm  generations  and  dynasties 
would  seem  to  have  an  average  of  nearly  225  years  each  ; 
and  the  single  Dynasty  XV  of  the  VIII  generations  of  Demi- 
gods following  with  its  217  years  would  be  in  keeping  with 
the  lengths  of  the  xm  dynasties  preceding,  though  they 
each  contain  only  a single  dynast  with  an  average  length  of 
between  224  and  225  years  for  his  .joint  generation,  reign, 
and  dynasty.  And  thus  the  vm  Demigods,  if  divided  into 
consecutive  generations  and  reigns  within  their  apparent 
limits  of  217  years,  would  have  an  average  of  only  27 J 
years  for  each  reign  and  generation,  being  less  than  that  of 
the  xv  merely  human  generations  or  lives  “ of  the  Cycle,” 
which  follow  with  an  average  of  29£  years  to  each.  But 
for  the  initiated,  who  knew  the  true  epoch  of  the  Flood,  and 
that  the  generations  of  the  vm  postdiluvian  “ Mestnenns  ” 
really  commenced  from  thence,  or  within  a little  after,  and 
continued  concurrently  with  those  of  the  antediluvians 
during  658  years  reckoned  for  cyclical  purposes  to  the  old 
world,  the  true  length  of  these  generations  would  be  given  not 
by  217,  but  by  (658  + 217  =)  875,  divided  by  vm  ; and  thus 
it  would  be  not  27 v but  109’-  years,  analogous  to  the  average 
length  of  117£  years  shown  by  the  first  vm  generations  of 
the  line  of  Arphaxad,  which  have  940  years  to  the  birth  of 
Abram,  65  years  below  Menes.  But  that  there  were  some 
among  the  Egyptians  who  understood  this,  without  borrowing 
fVom  the  Hebrew  Scriptures,  appears  from  the  fact  that  the 
epoch  of  the  Flood  is  alluded  to  as  known,  or  indirectly  in- 
dicated, in  some  of  their  schemes,  as  we  shall  show : and  the 
exact  chronological  reckoning  underlying  those  schemes  in 
which  it  is  not  alluded  to,  as  this  scheme  of  the  Chronicle,  is 
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a sufficient  sign  that  it  must  have  been  known,  so  that  the 
suppression  itself  is  significant. 

That  the  epoch  of  the  Flood  was  alluded  to  as  known  in 
that  earliest  scheme  of  the  airoKcndcnacns  which  made  xxiv 
cycles  of  35,064  month-years,  and  one  more  of  full  years 
ending  at  B.C.  1322,  may  be  inferred  from  a fragment  of  the 
Turin  Papyrus,  in  which  the  sum  of  23,220  month-years  is 
named,  extending,  as  it  seems,  from  the  first  dynasty  of  Ra 
to  the  elder  Horus.  But,  according  to  our  synchronistic 
scale,  the  end  of  the  year  of  the  Flood,  whether  alluded  to 
or  not,  if  reckoned  as  if  nothing  had  been  cut  off  at  top, 
should  be  after  2262  Julian  years,  or  2263  vague  years  and 
2004  days  (supposing  the  natale  mundi  to  have  coincided 
with  Thoth  1 of  the  movable  year),  while  the  end  of  the 
two  cycles  of  the  Gods,  or  antediluvians,  is  658  vague 
years  and  164^  days  later.  So  it  seems  the  epoch  of  the 
Flood  divides  the  xxiv  cycles  of  35,054  month-years  into 
two  sums,  one  of  2263  x 12  = 27,156  + 200£  days,  for 
which  fraction  of  6 months  and  20£  days  the  Egyptians 
might  substitute  two  whole  seasons  or  8 month-years  more 
(making  the  whole  sum  27,164),  and  the  other  of  658  x 12 
= 7896  month-years  + 4 (making  the  whole  sum  7900). 
And  if  we  now  mark  off  23,220  from  the  first  of  the  two 
sums,  we  have  the  whole  scheme  of  the  ivnoKardaTaais  to 
B.c.  1322  standing  thus : — 

23,220  + 3944  + 7900  [+  341]  + 217  + 903  = 36,525. 

But  the  new  sum  of  3944,  inclosed  and  marked  by  the  last 
year  of  the  23,220  above,  and  the  epoch  of  the  Flood  below, 
is  resolvable  into  681  + 2922  + 341,  and  is  identical  with 
the  gross  sum  of  years  reckoned  in  the  Chronicle  to  the 
xui  Gods,  except  that  the  Chronicle  has  3984  instead  of 
3944,  the  difference  consisting  in  the  40  years  interval  be- 
tween Ochus  and  the  Lagidte,  thrown  up  without  being  named 
to  the  times  of  the  Gods.  (And  here,  as  we  may  notice 
in  passing,  we  have  an  important  confirmation  of  the  asser- 
tion made  on  other  grounds  that  the  true  length  of  this  inter- 
valacconling  to  the  Chronicle  is  40  years,  lying  between  b.c. 
345  and  305.)  And  if  we  deduct  from  the  7900  month-years 
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following  1120,  i.  e.  enough  with  the  341  fictitious  years 
following  to  make  one  whole  cycle  (suppressed  by  the  author 
of  the  Chronicle  to  make  room  for  the  new  cycle  grown  or 
growing  since  b.c.  1322),  we  have  in  the  remainder,  6780, 
exactly  the  sum  which  will  unite  w’itli  the  23,220  above  into 
the  round  number  of  30,000  nominal  years  given  in  the 
Chronicle  to  the  Sun.  So  we  see  the  author  of  the  Chronicle 
found  his  work  already  in  a manner  done  to  his  hand  in  the 
older  scheme,  which,  though  it  probably  distributed  its  vast 
spaces  of  month-years  in  a way  different  from  his,  and 
one  of  which  we  find  traces  in  Manetho,  in  Herodotus,  and 
in  the  Turin  Papyrus,  still  marked,  for  the  initiated,  both  the 
number  2922,  the  source  of  all  its  month-years ; the  number 
341, being  that  of  the  fictitious  years  needed  to  make  all  time 
begin  from  a cyclical  epoch ; and  lastly  the  number  156, 
which  probably  is  meant  for  the  number  of  years  reckoned 
for  cyclical  purposes  to  the  old  world,  beyond  the  true 
survival  (500,  according  to  the  Hebrews,  for  Shem,  but  502, 
it  should  seem,  according  to  the  Egyptians,  for  Ham)  of  the 
antediluvians.  For  525  still  remaining  out  of  the  3944 
are  not  added  for  any  special  purpose,  but  merely  because 
they  are  the  complement  needed  for  a fractional  number  936 
below  the  Flood.  And  this  sum  of  525  in  the  older  scheme 
is  analogous  to  the  whole  sura  of  681  in  the  scheme  of  the 
Chronicle.  In  the  Chronicle  the  round  sum  30,000  con- 
taining, besides  xxi  cycles,  the  broken  number  of  780,  this 
broken  number  requires  for  its  complement  another  of  681, 
which,  therefore,  may  be  reckoned  to  the  Gods  without 
ceasing  to  be  distinguishable  as  really  part  of  the  cycles  of 
the  Sun.  And  in  like  manner  in  the  older  scheme  the  7900 
month-years  below  the  Flood,  after  giving  first  1120  to 
coalesce  with  the  341  prefixed  to  the  new  world,  but  meant 
to  be  also  referable  at  will  to  the  beginning  of  the  old  and 
of  all  time,  and  then  four  complete  cycles  in  5844  month- 
years,  have  a fractional  number  of  936  requiring  to  be  met  bv  a 
corresponding  fraction  of  525  in  the  time  before  the  Flood. 

What  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  had  to  do,  then,  after 
suppressing  one  whole  cycle,  was  little  more  than  to  eject 
those  month-years  which  still  stood  after  the  epoch  of  the 
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Flood,  throwing  them  all  back  to  the  beginning  and  to  the 
reign  of  the  Sun,  and  to  let  those  month-years  of  the  older 
scheme,  which  indicated  the  numbers  of  full  years  underly- 
ing its  larger  sums,  become  themselves  the  full  years  which 
before  they  had  only  indicated;  as  will  appear  from  the 
following  parallel : — 


jinal  Scheme  of  *.c.  13fJ 

ai.9lft  + lM6  1 56+ 341 +393  936+5*44  H*)+r*4J] 

iJ.i.-O  + 3914  + 6780  + 1461  + 

> Chronicle  of  b.C.305  : — 

3.270+ [6*80]  |.*i  + ym+f3411  + M3  [Iran*-  I*up-  ^ 

30,000  ^>911  jiosftl]  | ret  ml] 

»0.rw  + Ml+JW3+[34l]+[40]  + + 


117  + <xn 

Jj.j,  — - te  ».c.  1311 

»I7  + wi  97«+4n+i«s 

mu  + uni  ~~  •»»•»  H9. 
1l7+[44.1]  + 430  + 4*3+978  to  ».c.  *41. 


The  7900  month-years  of  the  older  scheme  below  the 
epoch  of  the  Flood  would  give  to  vm  postdiluvian  Demigods 
average  reigns  of  987J  month-years  each,  besides  one  eighth 
part  of  217  full  years,  viz.,  27,  making  in  all  1014^  nominal 
y'cars,  or  (82^  + 27  =)  109  full  years.  Or,  if  it  was  in  the 
older  scheme  that  the  years  of  the  Demigods  were  reckoned 
(partly  at  least)  in  seasons,  then  the  vm  would  have  each 
about  247  such  season-years  + 27  full  years  from  the  2 1 7,  and 
perhaps  also  about  42  more  from  the  341,  in  all  about  314 
nominal  years,  agreeing  with  the  words  of  Diodorus,  “ not 
less  than  300”:  while  the  27,164  month-years  of  the  old 
world,  reckoned  only  to  the  epoch  of  the  Flood,  might  give  a 
reign  of  about  11,900  at  the  head  of  all  to  the  Sun,  if  there 
were  after  him  only  xm  Gods,  like  the  series  of  the  Chronicle, 
with  average  reigns  of  1200  nominal  years  to  each,  like  those 
alluded  to  by  Diodorus.  Whether  he  had  over  11,000,  or 
9,000,  or  any  other  number,  there  is  no  doubt  that  Ra,  the 
Sun-God,  stood  at  the  head  of  the  scries,  as  his  name  is  still 
preserved  in  the  fragments  of  the  Turin  Papyrus : and  in 
the  Chaldean  scheme  of  Berosus,  also,  as  quoted  by  Eusebius 
from  Alexander  Polyhistor,  there  is  a parallel  arrangement, 
1058  full  years  being  put  first,  before  monarchy  is  said  to  have 
arisen ; and  then  ten  generations  of  rulers,  with  an  average 
of  about  100  full  years  to  each  reign.  In  Manetho  the  Sun 
seems  to  have  had  900  real,  or  10,800  month-years ; and  in 
the  pseudo-Manctho  of  Anianus  and  Syncellus  Phtha,  or 
"H^atoror,  reigns  11,000,  and  Ra, "HXtoy,  968  years.  But 
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we  have  no  certainty  as  to  the  number  of  the  Gods  and 
Demigods  of  the  older  scheme. 

For  such  as  knew  that  the  time  of  the  old  world  was  pur- 
posely prolonged  in  the  Chronicle  to  the  length  of  two  cycles, 
the  217  years  interval  between  these  two  cycles  and  Menes, 
though  not  containing  really  eight  divine  or  heroic  births 
and  reigns,  nor  eight  reigns  and  seven  successive  births, 
would  still  contain  iu  some  sense  the  reigns  of  the  Patriarchs 
of  the  line  of  Mizraim,  i.  e<  parts  of  the  lives  of  six,  or  five 
at  least,  out  of  the  eight  born  since  the  Flood.  For,  according 
to  the  parallel  Hebrew  reckoning  of  the  line  of  Arphaxad, 
the  birth  of  Terah,  the  eighth,  falls  just  within  the  217  years 
preceding  Menes ; and  six  out  of  the  eight  are  found  sur- 
viving or  living  during  some  part  or  other  of  the  same  period ; 
while  the  first  two  or  three  (for  two  at'  least  of  the  line  of 
Mizraim  must  have  died  before  the  217  years  began)  were 
necessarily  to  be  numbered  with  the  six  who  actually 
touched  or  occupied  the  period,  unless  they  were  to  be 
omitted.  And  this  undue  compression  of  the  postdiluvian 
Demigods  was  involved,  as  a consequence,  in  the  undue  ex- 
pansion given  to  the  antediluvian  Gods  by  adding  to  their 
reigns,  for  a cyclical  purpose,  the  whole  500  years  of  their 
survival,  and  158  years  beyond.  And  these  158  years,  as 
the  length  of  life  was  shortening  after  the  Flood,  make  just 
the  difference  that  the  son  and  grandson  of  Shem  or  Ham 
die  before  instead  of  dying  after  their  progenitor.  And  the 
reigns  of  the  postdiluvians  collectively  being  made  to  begin 
later  by  158  years  than  the  true  date  of  the  deatli  of  Shem 
or  Ham,  Mizraim  and  his  son,  though  reckoned  of  course  at 
the  head  of  the  Demigods,  must  be  in  truth  alre;idy  dead ; 
dead  too  before  their  father  and  grandfather  Ham.  Such 
were  the  gods  of  the  Egyptians ; such  the  honours  which, 
even  in  deifying  them,  they  offered  to  their  ancestors ! 
whereas,  according  to  the  truth  of  history,  the  most  merciful 
Creator,  even  while  shortening  life  for  sin,  and  hastening  the 
penalty  of  death,  provided  that  the  eyes  of  the  father  should 
be  closed  by  his  son,  and  that  the  son  should  succeed,  for  a 
time  at  least,  to  the  seat  and  honour  of  the  father. 

In  the  succession  of  Gods,  Demigods,  and  mortals  (’A splrcu, 
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yiearpaiai,  Alyirmioi)  of  the  Chronicle,  we  have  the  same 
descending  scale  in  point  of  dignity  and  longevity  (the  undue 
compression  of  the  demigods  being  understood  and  allowed 
for)  as  in  later  times,  in  Virgil’s  Eclogue,  and  in  the  Sibyl- 
line verses,  is  connected  with  the  idea  of  the  av OKaTtlarcuns. 
The  times  of  K povot  and  the  other  XII  Gods  of  the  old  world 
are  the  “ Saturnia  regna ; ” the  time  of  the  vm  Demigods 
suits  for  the  silver  age  of  heroes,  such  as  Hercules,  who1 
were  afterwards  to  be  added  to  the  Gods;  and  the  kings,  the 
successors  of  Menes,  degenerate  into  ordinary  men.  But 
the  distinction  of  four  successive  degrees,  as  of  gold,  silver, 
brass,  and  iron,  each  decreasing  in  worth,  which  from  the 
time  of  Hesiod  was  familiar  to  the  Greeks,  and  which  in  the 
book  of  Daniel  is  applied  to  the  four  great  pagan  empires, 
does  not  appear  in  the  Chronicle ; nor  does  this  idea  seem  to 
have  been  of  Egyptian  origin  ; though  it  would  have  been 
easy  to  exhibit  a fourfold  division,  by  classing  first  those  ix 
deified  ancestors  who  belong  exclusively  to  the  old  world,  then 
the  iv  who  are  at  once  antediluvian  and  postdiluvian,  and 
thirdly,  the  vm  postdiluvian  ancestors  born  since  the  Flood, 
the  fourth  place  belonging,  as  now,  to  all  the  ordinary  genera- 
tions after  Menes.  In  the  scheme  of  Manetho,  indeed,  a little 
later,  we  do  find  a fourfold  division  of  Gods,  Heroes,  Manes, 
and  mortal  Kings,  though  there  is  nothing  to  connect  them 
with  the  four  metals  ; and  in  Eusebius’  or  Africanus’  account 
of  the  re- edition  of  Manetho  by  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  “five 
peoples  ” are  named,  seemingly  of  Gods,  Demigods,  'Asplrai, 
M eoTpaloL,  and  Aiyvrmot,  the  Gods  and  Demigods  being  no 
longer  themselves  the  Aeplrai  and  M eorpaloi,  but  the  'Asplrat 
l>eing  the  Manes,  and  the  Mearpaloi  the  older  Egyptians, 
before  the  country  was  renamed,  as  is  pretended,  from  the 
king  called  Bameses  AEgyptus. 

The  number  of  xii  Gods,  deified  ancestors  of  the  old 
world,  and  descendants  of  K povos,  reminds  one  of  the  Xii 
Gods  of  the  Greeks  and  Romans,  and  of  the  earlier  Xii  Gods 
of  the  Egyptians  mentioned  by  Herodotus.  Herodotus  says 
that  these  xii  were  older  than  the  Demigods,  but  less  ancient 
than  the  vm  Gods,  from  whom  they  were  derived,  Pan 
and  his  consort  Mout  being  of  the  VIII,  and  older  than 
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Hercules,  who  was  of  the  XII,  by  some  2000  years.  Whether 
he  means  that  there  were  two  distinct  classes,  one  older  of 
viii,  and  another  less  ancient  of  xii  Gods  the  progeny  of 
the  VIII,  or  rather  that  an  older  group  of  viii  had  been 
increased  to  the  later  group  of  xii  by  the  addition  of  four 
names,  that  of  Hercules  being  one,  is  not  agreed.  The 
number  viii  suggests  the  thought  of  the  succession  of  viii 
generations  after  Kporoy  or  Adam  to  the  Flood,  or  of  Adam 
and  the  vn  descendants  of  Cain,  who  were  founders  of 
cities,  giants,  inventors  of  music,  metallurgy,  and  other  arts. 
The  addition  of  four,  increasing  the  original  number  of  the 
Gods  from  viii  to  xii,  suggests  the  thought  of  Noah  and 
his  three  sons,  who  certainly  form  a later  group  by  them- 
selves, intermediate  between  the  old  and  the  new  worlds. 
Then,  as  has  before  been  observed,  the  viii  Demigods,  to 
say  nothing  of  their  name  Mestrseans,  answer  well  to  the 
probable  number  of  postdiluvian  ancestors  of  the  line  of 
Ham  before  Menes.  So  we  are  tempted  to  look  for  some 
viii  and  IV,  making  xii  greater  Gods;  and  again  for  viii 
Demigods,  all  derived  from  one  ancestor,  like  a series  of 
Gnostic  JEons,  in  the  popular  and  monumental  pantheon  of 
Egypt,  to  correspond  with  the  generations  of  the  Chronicle 
and  of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures.  But  nothing  of  this  kind 
is  to  be  found.  An  ogdoad  indeed  of  gods  and  goddesses 
there  is  in  Seb,  Osiris,  Typhon,  and  Ilorus,  with  their  con- 
sorts, answering  in  certain  respects  to  the  ogdoad  of  the  first 
family  both  of  the  old  and  of  the  renewed  world.  We  may 
fancy  ourselves,  too,  to  discover  the  viii  greater  Gods  of 
Herodotus  in  Phtha,  11a,  Cncph,  Seb,  Khein,  Osiris,  Typhon, 
and  Horus  ; and  if  Hercules,  Chons,  was  one  of  the  xii,  his 
father  Ammon  would  not  fail  to  be  also  of  the  number ; so 
that  only  two  may  seem  to  be  wanting ; and  we  may  form 
conjectures  more  or  less  probable  as  to  these.  But  whatever 
be  our  luck  in  such  conjectures,  we  shall  be  as  far  as  ever 
from  any  such  strict  genealogical  succession  as  marks  the 
Gods  and  Demigods  of  the  Chronicle.  Nor,  if  we  reflect, 
could  it  be  otherwise  ; seeing  that  the  Egyptian  pantheon 
was  not  peopled  merely  by  the  successive  deification  of 
ancestors,  but  it  blended  other  personages  of  kings  and 
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heroes  with  ancestors,  condensed  many  distinct  persons  into 
one,  again  divided  one  person  into  many,  and  above  all  mixed 
largely  with  its  human  element  another  totally  distinct,  viz. 
the  deification  of  the  elements  and  powers  of  nature,  which 
would  not  fall  into  any  long  series  of  generations. 

But  while  the  gods  and  demigods  of  the  Egyptian  monu- 
ments and  popular  mythology  were  of  mixed,  and  in  their 
human  element  mostly  of  postdiluvian  and  late  origin,  and 
therefore  exhibited  no  genealogical  series,  it  might  still 
be  possible  for  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  to  make  out  such 
a genealogical  succession  of  gods  and  demigods,  ns  he  needed 
to  cover  his  2922  and  217  years,  from  native  Egyptian 
sources;  and  it  will  be  worth  while  to  show  this  clearly;  ns 
some,  not  perceiving  what  proofs  the  Chronicle  contains 
within  itself  of  its  own  genuineness  and  antiquity,  reject  it 
at  once  as  a forgery  for  no  other  reason  than  this,  that  they 
see  in  its  xm  Gods  and  vm  Demigods  a manifest  parallel  to 
the  Patriarchs  of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures,  while  yet  nothing 
of  the  sort  appears  on  the  surface  of  Egyptian  mythology. 

Now  it  may  be  assumed  that  whatever  knowledge  was 
possessed  by  the  Babylonians  respecting  the  early  history  of 
mankind,  the  same  was  not  altogether  hidden  from  the 
Egyptians.  And  Berosus,  a contemporary  both  of  Alex- 
ander the  Great  and  of  the  author  of  the  Chronicle,  whose 
XaX&tMcd  seem  to  have  served  as  a model  for  the  Aiyirrmaica. 
of  Manetho,  enumerates  ten  generations  of  kings  of  ante- 
diluvian Chaldsea  in  1200  vague  years,  which,  with  1058 
before  monarchy  is  fabled  to  begin,  make  2258  vague,  or 
about  5 months  over  2256  Julian  years,  agreeing  almost 
exactly  with  the  Greek  Scriptures ; except  that,  like  Jose- 
phus and  the  Hebrew  text,  Berosus  has  ’56,  not  ’62,  for  the 
decads  and  units  of  the  sum  of  years  to  the  Flood  ; and  that 
he  adds  the  fraction  of  4 or  5 months  (instead  of  cutting  off 
like  the  Egyptians  7 or  8 months)  to  make  time  begin  with  the 
beginning  of  the  vague  Nabonassarian  year.  And  though 
the  fancy  of  making  the  ten  kings  to  begin  only  after  1058 
years,  and  to  be  not  all  named  from  the  same  city,  seems  to 
distinguish  them  from  Adam  and  the  ix  Patriarchs  his 
descendants,  still,  Xisuthrus,  the  tenth,  being  clearly  klenti- 
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fled  with  Noah  by  the  Flood  and  the  ark,  the  very  number 
ten,  and  the  relation  of  succession  in  which  they  stand  one  to 
the  other,  show  that  Alorus,  the  first  of  them,  is  no  other 
than  Adam  ; while  the  deity  who  warns  Xisuthrus,  and  bids 
him  prepare  the  ark,  being  named  K povos,  whom  the  Egyp- 
tians and  Phoenicians  name  as  the  first  deified  ancestor,  and 
Xisuthrus  himself,  on  quitting  the  ark,  being  immediately 
deified,  with  his  wife  and  daughter  and  pilot,  a similar 
deification  seems  implied  for  all  the  intermediate  kings  or 
patriarchs.  The  list  of  Bcrosus,  as  given  in  passages 
quoted  from  Apollodorus  and  Alexander  Polyhistor,  is  as 
follows : — 

“ “Ext?  afiaalXeura,  ad  pot.  pe/,  idjpoi  S',  leal 

ad>aaoi  if  . (vague  years)  = 1058 

(a  Sarus  being  3600  day-years,  a 
Neros  600,  and  a Sossus  60.) 
a.  Mera  ravra  vpoiiTos  iyevero  fiaaiXevs 


“AXwpos  ex  Ha/3vXa>vos  XaXbalos,  teal 


eftaalXevae  . . . 

. . adpovt  i = 100 

ft . ’Axdirapos  . adpovs  y ' [the 

sum  requires  ty'~\  = 130 

y.  ’ AXpijXtov  6 tK  YIavri/3iftXc0v 

. . adpovs  ty  = 130 

S'.  ’A ppevwv  6 XaXbaios 

. . adpovs  ift  = 120 

e'.  Mey dXopos  etc  WavTtftlftXoiv 
[al.  ’1Sot«»v.] 

. . adpovs  it]  = 180 

j-'.  A acbv  TTOtprjv  etc  ITai'T4)8(/9X<ui' 

. . adpovs  i = 100 

J*.  E injbopa^  sk  TiavrtjjljjXtov 

. . adpovs  17)  = 180 

if.  ’Apdpyjrtvos,  XaXbaios 

. . adpovs  t = 100 

ft.  ’riTidpTT)s,  XaXbaios 

. . adpovs  ir  = 80 

i.  p,laov0pos 

. . adpovs  t»/  = 180 

2258 

“ [T  rp  be  zziaovOpa]  Kpovos  TTpoarjpxilvei  piv  eaeodai  ttXt)- 
0os  SpSpwv  Aatalov  irepirrr]  eirl  bd/ca"  ksXsvsi  be  t rav  6 ri 
ypappAraiv  f)v  fyopevov  iv  HXlov  -rroXn  rj}  ev  'S.nrrrdpoi- 
aiv  aTroKpvyfrai,”  k.  t.  X.  (So  it  is  in  Abvdenus ; but  in 
Alex.  Polyhistor  thus:)  “ ’E-nd  tovtov  ‘S.iaovdpov  pdyav  Kara- 
KXvapov  yevda0ai  • dvaypd<f>ea0ai  be  tov  Xoyov  ovreos  • tov 
Kpcvov  avT(p  Kara  tov  wrvov  imardvra  <f>avai  pr/vos  Aatalov 
rf)  te  tov s dvBpdnrovs  inro  KaTaicXvapov  <f>0api']aea0at * KeXev- 
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aai  ovv  Bid  ypappuircov  irdvrarv  apxas  xai  pea  a xai  reXerds 
opv^aina  Selvai  i v ttoXsi  'HXiou  2c7nrupoi9,/cai  vainrr]yri<Tdpevov 
axaipos  epSprai  pnd  riov  avyyevtbv  xai  dvayxaioap  (fiiXcov, 
evOetrdai  Bi  /3 ptopara  tea'  iropara  ' ep/SaXeiv  Be  /cal  £a>a  rrrrfvd 
xai  TSTpuTroSa ” . . . (And  then,  after  a story  of  his  twice  send- 
ing out  “some  birds,”  and  a third  time,  when  they  returned 
no  more,  he  continues  :)  top  Si  2 iaovdpov  ivvoyOfjpai  yrjv  dva- 
Trecfyrjvevai  • SieXovra  Be  twp  tov  ttXoiov  patfxov  pepos  ti,  jurat 
ihovra  TTpoaoKelXav  to  irXoiop  opu  tip t,  ixtfijrai  perd  ri)r  yvvai- 
xos  /rat  rijs  Svyarpb?  /rat  tov  xvffepvijrov  • Trpoaxvpijaaina  Bi 
t tjv  yrjv,  /cat  ft  to  pop  ISpvodpevop,  /rat  Sva-idcavra  rois  Seoit, 
ysviaBai  find  twp  ixfidvratp  tov  irXoiov  dipavrj  • tops  Be  irrro- 
peivavras  iv  ra>  irXodp,  pi]  ednropevopevcop  rcov  trepi  tov  2 ierov- 
flpov,  ixfidvras  tyyreiv  ainov  *7ri  opuparot  ftoaivTas  • top  Be 
tiioovOpov  airro v pep  odxiri  6<f>0rjvat  • <fxiivi]v  Be  ex  tov  depot 
yeviaOai  xeXevovaav  bit  Beov  adroit  elvai  Ssoaeffsis,  /rat  Trap  ad- 
Ttbv  [aoroi/]  Bid  ri]V  euae^siav  nopeveuOai  find  tuip  ■rhoiv  oixrf- 
aovra  • ti)s  Be  adrrjs  Tipijs  /cat  ttjp  yvpaixa  ainov,  /rat  ttjp 
Svyartpa,  *at  top  KvftepvrfTjfv  pnetr^xivat  * eiireiv  Te  adroit  • 
OTt  iXedaovrat  ttuXip  eit  liaplvXtopa,  xai  (is  eipaprai  adroit  ex 
' i.nrrrdp<0V  dveXopevois  rd  ypdppara  StaSovpai  roit  dpdponroi  s • 
k.  t.  X.  EXdovrat  ovv  tovtovs  eit  BapvXebva  rd  re  ex  Xtmrd- 
ptov  ypdppara  dpopvi-ai,  x at  TroXeis  ttoXXus  KTi^opras,  xai 
iepd  dviBpvtrapevovs,  iruXiv  brixrriaai  ttjp  llaftvXibra.” — Euseb. 
Pamph.  Chron.  5.  8. 

If  it  be  said  that,  as  regards  Berosus  and  the  Babylonians, 
the  dispersion  of  the  Hebrews  since  Shalmaneser  or  Esar- 
haddon,  and  Nebuchadnezzar,  the  long  government  of  Daniel 
the  “ Master  of  the  Magi,”  and  the  proclamations  of  Ne- 
buchadnezzar, Darius,  Cyrus,  and  Artaxerxes,  acknowledging 
the  true  God  of  the  Hebrews,  might  well  have  left  traces,- 
so  that  Hebrew  truths  should  have  mixed  with  Chaldean 
tradition,  we  need  not  deny  that  this  is  so ; especially  when 
we  find  in  Berosus  not  only  the  distinct  mention  of  the 
Flood,  but  even  minute  details,  little  varied  from  the  sacred 
narrative.  Still,  even  thus,  whatever  was  well  known  to 
Berosus,  might,  in  the  age  of  the  Lagidas,  be  known  also  in 
Egypt  to  the  author  of  the  Chronicle. 

But  though  Berosus  gives  us  a fair  parallel  with  which  to 
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illustrate  the  Divjne  Generations  of  the  Chronicle,  at  least  for 
the  time  before  the  Flood,  we  have  a far  older  and  more 
important  illustration  in  passages  of  Sanchoniathon,  pre- 
served by  Porphyry  and  Eusebius.  The  works  of  this  Phoe- 
nician writer  were  translated  in  the  time  of  Nero  by  Philo 
Byblius,  himself  a Phoenician  Greek,  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  showing  that,  according  to  the  oldest  Phoenician  and 
Egyptian  testimony,  the  gods  were  almost  all  dead  men, 
Pliilo  being  one  of  the  followers  of  Diagoras  Melius,  who 
for  this  opinion  were  called  Atheists.  Sanchoniathon  is 
named  by  Athenaeus  with  Mochus,  as  one  of  the  very  oldest 
writers  of  Phoenician  history;  and  Porphyry  (ap.  Euseb. 
Praep.  Ev.  i.  9,  10,)  gives  an  account  of  him  as  follows : — 

“ 'hrropet  Si  rd  ire  pi  ’I  ovSalwp  a\r]6e<rrara  on,  xai  -rot? 
tottois  Kai  Tots  ovopaaip  alrrwv  avptfxovoTaTa,  Say^wvtd# wv  6 
lifjpvTioi,  irapd  'lepopftdXov  tov  iepews Bsov  'levw,  or”  (that  is, 
Hierubbaal,  not  Sanchoniathon,  who  was  later),  “ ’A fteXfiaXdi 
tu>  /3aaiXel  Btjpvrlwp  rrjv  laroplav  avadeis,  vrr'  ixelvov  Kai  twv 
/car  axrrbv  Ifrracrrwv  tt)s  dXrjdelas  7rapeSiy6r]  • oi  Si  tovtwp  ” 
(that  is,  of  Jerubbaal,  Abelbaal,  and  their  contemporaries) 
“Xpovoi  xai  irpb  TwvTpwixwv  irlirrovai  xpovwv,  Kai  cr^eSbv  rots 
Mwtriwy  irXrjaid^ovaiv,  ws  ai  twv  Q?aivUt)s  (3 aaiXewv  SiaSo^al 
p.T)vvovcTi.  'S.ayxwvidOatv  Si  (6  Kara  ttjp  twv  d’otvdcwv  SidXsKTOv 
<t>iXaXi]6ijs),  iraaav  rrjV  iraXaiav  laroptav  etc  twv  Kara  i roXiv 
inropprjpdTcov  Kai  twv  ip  rois  lepoiis  apaypat{>wv  avvayaywv,  xai 
avyypd\jras,  bri  iZepipdpews  yiyove  tt)s  ’ Aaavpiwp  ftaaiXlSos, 
fj  irpo  twv  IXiaxwv  f)  xar  airrovs  ye  tops  xpovovs  yeviaOai 
dvayeypainai.  Td  Si  tov  ~ay%wpid0wpos  els  'EXXdSa  yXwaaap 
epprjvevoe  <PlXcop  6 B v/3Xios.  Me%pt  rovSe  Wop<f>vpios." 

(Euseb.  Prtep.  Evang.  i.  and  x. ) And  then  Eusebius 
continues  of  Philo  the  translator : “ 'O  Si  <I>t'\wv  els  & 
/3l6Xous  ttjp  iraaav  tov  '^ar/yatviddwvos  irpaypMTelap  SteXwv, 
Kara  to  irpoolpiov  tov  a avyypdp.pM.Tos  avrols  ptjpaai  irpoXe- 
yei  irepi  tov  ^LayywvidOwvos  Tavra  • Tootwv  ovtcos  iyovrwv,  6 
Hay^wviddwv  dvrjp  iroXvpaOrjs  Kai  iroXvrrpdypwp  yevopevos, 
xai  t a if  dpyfis,  d<j>  ov  t a irdvra  avveanj,  irapd  irdvratv  elSe- 
pai  iroOlbv,  iroXv  <f>popnanKws  i^epaarevae  t a Taavrov,  elSws 
on  twv  v(p'  ijXiov  yeyovoTwv  irpwTos  ion  Udamos  6 twv  y pap- 
pdnov  ttjp  evpeaiv  brivor/aas,  xai  rtjs  twv  inropprjpdTWP  ypatfnjs 
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KaTcipljaf,  Kal  cnro  Tovhs  wmrep  Kprjiriha  fiaXopsvos  tov 
Xoyou,  bv  Alyvmioi  piv  tKaXtaav  (dtoud,' AXt^avhpels  hi  0d>d, 
'E ppfjv  hi”  EXXrjves  peTstfipaaav."  Then  Philo  says  that  later 
writers  and  hierophants  after  Thoth  had  darkened  everything 
with  multiplied  allegories  and  fables : “ ’AX\’  oi  piv  vsbnaroi 
tcok  UpoXbywv  ra  piv  yeyovora  it  pay  par  a if  dpyrjs  inrerrep- 
yjravro,  aXXrjyoplas  hi  kcu  pvOovs  errivorjaavres,  Kal  toU  tcoopi- 
koZs  TraOrjparn  avyyeveiav  ir Xaaapsvoi,  pvcmjpia  KareaiTjaa  v, 
Kal  -rroXvv  airrois  brrjyov  TV<f>ov,  cur  prj  pqhtais  Til’d  < Tvvopav  t a 
kut  dXrjOsiav  yevopeva.  'O  hi,  <rvp/3aXibv  Tocr  «7ro  twv  dhvrwv 
evpeOeimv  d-rroKpv<f>ois  'Appovvi a>v  ” (seemingly  the  Phoenician 
word  of  which  dhlrrwv  is  the  rendering),  “ypdppaai  ervyKSipi- 
vois,  & Sr;  ovk  rjv  Traci  yvwpipa,  ttjv  pdOrjcnv  diravrwv  airrbt 
TjCKr/ce,  Kal  tsXos  hrtdels  rfj  Trpayparela,  t'ov  /car  dp^dr  pvOov 
Kat  Tclr  dXXrjyoplas  eicrrohtbv  iroiijcdpevos,  it-rjvvcraTO  ttjv  irpo- 
Ottjiv,  tats  iraXiv  oi  briysvbpsvoi  lepers  ypovois  varepov  TjdiXij- 
aav  avrrjv  aTTOKpvrfrai,  Kal  sis  to  pvdwhes  dtroKaTaoTrjaai  * if 
ov  to  pvarucov  dviKirrrrev  ovhfarm  $>6doav  els” EX\t)vas.n . . . 

“ TI pohiapdpbxrai  hi  avaytcalov,  irpos  ttjv  adder  aafyrjveiav 
Kal  ttjv  twv  Kara  pipos  hidyvwaiv,  cm  oi  iraXaioraToi  twv 
f3ap/3apwv,  igaipfrw?  hi  QoIvikIs  ts  Kal  Aiyvmiot  trap'  wv  Kal 
oi  Aoiirol  7 raptXa(3ov  avOpwiroi,  Seovs  ivbpil^ov  peylcrrovs  r ovt 
Ta  irpos  ttjv  fitarriKTjv  xpeiav  evpoirras,  fj  Kal  koto  ti  einronj- 
aavras  Ta  eOvrj  • . ’Efatpircur  hi  Kal  dirb  twv  ofyeripwv 

fdamXiwv  toIs  KoapiKois  moi^elois  Kal  Tiai  twv  vopitypJvwv 
Sewv  Tar  ovopaolas  breOerrav.  <Pvcikovs  hi  rjXiov  xal  aeXrj- 
vrjv  Kal  tovs  Xoiirovs  TrXavtjras  dm  e pas,  *ai  rd  moiysia,  Kal 
rd  tovtois  evvatprj,  Seovs  povovs  eyivwaKOV,  cur  airrovs  tovs  piv 
Svtjtovs  tovs  hi  dOavdiTOvs  Seovs  elvau ” 

Suidas,  following  Philo  and  Porphyry,  says  of  Sanchonia- 
thon,  that  he  wrote  “ /card  Ta  Tpcui/cd,”  about  the  time  of 
the  war  of  Troy;  and  gives  as  his  writings  an  Account  of 
the  Physics  of  Thoth  translated  into  his  own  Phoenician 
tongue,  an  Egyptian  Theogony,  and  some  other  pieces: 
“ Tlepl  Ttjs  'E ppov  <t>vaioXoylas,  fjris  pere<ppda0rj  iraTpia  Tu- 
pieov  rrj  <S>oivLkwv  hiaXbcrrp,  Aiyirrrruncrjv  Oeoyoviav,  Kal  dXXa 
Ttvd.” — Suidas  in  voc.  Sanchoniathon. 

Sanchoniathon,  then,  writing,  at  latest,  in  the  twelfth  or 
thirteenth  century  before  Christ,  gives  us,  so  far  as  the 
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fragments  preserved  from  him  go,  a mixed  Phoenician  and 
Egyptian  mythology  derived  from  much  older  sources,  the 
Hermetic  books  of  the  Egyptians  being  shown  by  internal 
evidence,  no  less  than  by  the  testimonies  above  recited,  to 
be  its  basis;  though  the  contents  of  these  books  were  by 
no  means  simply  translated  and  borrowed;  but  they  were 
altered  and  paralleled  in  many  points,  so  as  to  suit  the  Phoe- 
nician nationality,  Thoth  himself,  and  Isiris  or  Osiris,  being 
spoken  of  ns  if  they  were  Phoenicians  first,  before  they  be- 
came Egyptians.  Ham,  indeed,  under  whatever  name,  was 
a common  ancestor  to  the  two  peoples;  but  for  Mizraim, 
the  son  of  Ham,  ancestor  of  the  Egyptians,  we  should  ex- 
pect the  Phoenicians  to  substitute  their  own  ancestor  Canaan ; 
and  in  the  next  generation  we  should  expect  to  find  the  sons 
of  Canaan,  who  may  be  the  Phoenician  K dfisipot.  If  the 
Nile  was  deified  by  the  Egyptians,  who  worshipped  only  a 
freshwater  'Ihceavos,  this  would  not  be  suitable  for  the  mari- 
time Phoenicians,  who  owed  everything  to  the  sea,  but  no- 
thing to  any  great  river;  so  that  it  would  be  only  mntatis 
mutandis  if  they  worshipped,  together  with  Typhon  and 
Nereus,  an  elder  and  a younger  Pontus  or  Neptune,  and 
made  Sidon  and  Poseidon  their  offspring.  We  might  also 
expect  to  find  here  and  there  some  Greek  gloss  or  interpre- 
tation of  the  translator,  or  of  transcribers  in  Greek  times, 
especially  after  we  have  had  a hint  from  Philo  himself  that 
the  works  of  Sanchoniathon  had  been  corrupted  and  obscured. 
And  some  manifestly  Greek  additions  we  do  find  in  the  frag- 
ments preserved ; as  when,  after  the  mention  of  Cronus, 
i.e.  Noah  or  Ham,  giving  Egypt  to  Thoth,  son  of  Misor,  to 
be  his  kingdom,  it  is  added,  that  “ Cronus  also  gave  Attica 
to  his  daughter  ’A Orjva,,”  i.e.  Neith,  a donation  which  cer- 
tainly formed  no  part  of  the  original  text. 

Bearing  these  qualifications  in  mind,  we  may  examine 
how  far  there  may  be  in  the  fragments  of  Sanchoniathon  any 
series  answering  to  that  of  the  Gods  and  Demigods  of  the 
Old  Egyptian  Chronicle. 

First,  the  unoriginated  god  Phtha,  who  is  named  in  the 
Chronicle  at  the  head  of  all,  is  recognisable  also  in  the  frag- 
ments of  Sanchoniathon,which  have  been  preserved  to  us,  thus: 
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“T t)v  tS>v  oAcov  upxyv  inrorldsrcu  'Aepa  %o<jxo&r)  xai  rrvevfui- 
rcoSrj,  t)  Hi/or;i/  aepos  ^oefxbSovs,  xal  Xdot  SoAepov  ipe/3 ibSes  * 
ravra  Si  elvai  avupa,  teal  SiA  ttoXvv  auam  prj  e^eiv  irepas.” 

It  is  easy  to  see  that,  under  this  language,  which  seeks  to 
make  one  “ principle  ” of  matter  in  a rarefied  form  (at pa) 
and  spirit  (ttvosjv,  -rrvevpa),  there  are  really  two  principles, 
bo  that  one  man,  putting  the  spiritual  element  first,  might 
make  it  form  and  all  but  originate  matter,  while  another  might 
make  Phtha  himself  to  be  the  offspring  of  Nilus,  or  mud. 
The  language  of  Sanchoniathon,  like  that  of  the  Chronicle, 
inclines  towards  the  less  materialistic  side ; for  after  intro- 
ducing as  his  first  principle  spiritual  gas,  or  gaseous  spirit, 
of  which  Chaos  is  only  a varied  form,  he  continues  with 
spirit  ( m>svp.a ) alone  in  the  following  words  : — 

“ "Ore  Se,  <frt]env,  rjpaadi)  to  1 1 vevpa  rwv  ISmv  iipyotv,  teal 
iyivsro  (rvy/cpaois,  f)  ttAoktj  bceivt)  i>c\r')8i)  II odor  • avnj  Si 
dpyr)  Kiiaews  d-TTainuiv.” 

That  the  self-reflection  of  the  unoriginated  Being  is  the 
beginning  of  generation,  and  indirectly  of  creation,  is  here 
confusedly  implied.  The  Chronicle  is  clearer ; for  it  names 
Ha,  the  Sun-God,  distinctly  “ son  of  Phtha,”  son  without  a 
mother;  while  the  same  formation  of  the  Mundane  Egg  is 
ascribed  to  him  (and  to  Cneph  also)  as  to  Phtha  himself. 
The  text  proceeds:  “ Auto  Si  (i. e.  to  UveOpa)  ovk  eyivtoaKe 
ttjv  avrov  KTuriy”  which  plainly  agrees  with  the  Chronicle, 
making  Phtha  unoriginated  as  well  as  infinite,  without  rela- 
tion to  time  or  space : “ Kal  ii c rijr  airrov  avpirAoKr/s  rov 
Tlviuparos  eyevero  Ma n • tovto  rives  <f>aaiv  lAvv  • ol  Si  vSaTtb- 
Sovs  ful;ea>s  tripfriv  • neat  he  ravnjs  eyevero  rraera  orropd  tcrioews, 
teal  yeveerts  r&v  oXasv.” 

Mout  is  well  known  in  the  Egyptian  Pantheon  as  material 
nature,  the  great  universal  mother,  mother  of  gods  and 
men : and  it  is  to  be  noted,  that  though  M<hr  is  material 
nature  in  its  primary  element  mud,  it  is  no  longer  the  inert 
passive  mud,  or  air,  or  gas,  or  chaos,  first  spoken  of,  and  con- 
fusedly compounded  with  UveOpa ; for  that  pre-existed  from 
the  beginning ; but  mud  now  instinct  with  life  and  form ; 
as  if  the  Divine  Universe  of  spirit  and  matter,  originally  an 
inert  compound,  by  self-reflection  on  its  own  compound 
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principles  (rjpuo&r)  raiv  iBi'cov  ap^tov),  and  by  Wo6os,  produced 
Mo)t  as  a daughter,  instead  of  the  abstract  Ra  as  a son. 
The  i/nrspix<ofn}ijts  is  such,  that  when  Phtha  is  said  to  mould 
the  egg,  the  Sun-God  may  be  said  to  spring  from  it;  and  on 
the  other  hand,  when  Cneph  is  said  to  form  it,  Phtha  him- 
self is  in  some  sense  contained  in  it,  and  issues  from  the 
mouth  ofCneph. 

“'’Hi'  Be  nva  £a>a  ovk  txpvra  aladvcriv,  if  iyivero  £un 
voepd,  Kal  iicX^Ot}  Zaxpaarjpiv,  rovreanv  ovparov  Karoirrae ’ 
Kal  aver TKaodt)  opoloos  ox>v  crx’jpan,  *al  i^Xaptijre  Miff,  rfK tot 
re  xal  areXrjvrj,  dtrrepes  re,  Kal  dcrrpa  fxer/aXa."  But  tlie  for- 
mation of  the  mundane  egg  out  of  matter  now  instinct  with 
form  and  life,  is  specially  ascribed  to  Phtha  in  the  Egyptian 
mythology,  the  egg  itself  being  identical  with  Mcot:  and  for 
this  cause  the  scarabseus,  or  dung-beetle,  which  was  sup- 
posed to  be  only  male,  or  without  sex,  and  to  be  self-engen- 
dered, and  which  is  constantly  seen  rolling  the  ball  or  egg 
which  it  has  formed,  was  taken  to  be  the  special  emblem  of 
the  self-originating  and  world-forming  God  Phtha. 

Ra,  the  Sun-God,  who  in  the  Chronicle  is  named  as  son 
of  Phtha,  and  so  also  is  the  first  of  its  CXHI  generations, 
and  to  whom,  as  the  measurer  of  time,  the  first  reign  in 
time,  and  the  first  dynasty  of  the  XXX  is  given,  appears  also 
in  the  passages  quoted  from  Sanchoniathon ; and  there,  too, 
as  in  the  Chronicle,  he  appears  as  already  inherent  in  the 
visible  sun ; though  he  may  be  inferred  to  have  pre-existed 
as  the  abstract  intellectual  sun,  or  effulgence  of  Phtha,  when 
he  also  is  said  to  mould  that  mundane  egg  whence  spring  the 
sun,  moon,  and  stars,  and  to  have  Atmu,  Mentu,  and  Su 
for  his  offspring,  and  the  sun  and  moon  for  his  two  eyes. 
For  Sanchoniathon,  speaking  of  the  second  generation  of 
mortal  ancestors  afterwards  deified,  i.  e,  of  the  generation 
of  Cain  and  Abel  and  Seth,  whose  sacrifices  are  men- 
tioned also  by  Moses,  says  that  “ they  worshipped  the  Sun, 
thinking  that  god  the  only  lord  of  heaven,  and  therefore 
calling  him  Beelsamin.”  The  passage  itself,  in  Greek,  will 
be  given  below. 

A third  deity,  not  named  in  the  Chronicle,  because  with- 
out relation  either  to  cosmical  or  to  human  time,  but  Under- 
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stood,  no  doubt,  together  with  Phtha  and  Ra  by  its  author, 
and  named  by  Manetho  and  his  re-editors  in  their  Lists,  is 
distinguishable  also  in  Sanchoniathon,  who  ascribes  the  first 
deification  of  his  emblem,  the  basilisk  or  uncus,  to  Thoth. 
The  passage,  slightly  abridged,  is  as  follows: — 

“ T^v  fj.ii/  ovv  tov  Spd/covTot  tfrvenv  /cai  t Sjv  otfieatv  airrot 
i^eOeiaaev  d Tdavrot,  kcU  per'  airrov  avdtt  ^bolvucig  rt  *al 
Aiyinrrioi  • TTveupaTtKcbrarov  yap  to  f^oiov  Trdvrmv  twv  ipire- 

t tov,  Kal  vvptbSet,  irn  airrov  TrapeSathf Kal  iroXuxpovud- 

rarov  Se  brrt,  oil  pbvov  too  ixSvbpevov  to  yijpas  vea^etv,  aXXri 
Kal  avt~Tj(Tiv  hriBt^ecrdai  peitpva  t retf/vict.  Kal  irreiSdv  to 
u'pitjfuvov  perpov  irXrfpdxrrf,  lit  iam'ov  dvaXlaKerat,  tot  iv  Tali 
iepals  opoitot  airrot  o Tdavrot  Karera^e  ypa<f>al t • Sw  Kal  ir 
tepolt  tovto  to  tfoov  /oat  in  pvtrrrfpiots  trvpTrapeiXrprrrat.  . . . 
tpolviKit  Si  airro  ’AyaOov  Aalpova  xaXovaiv  • opoitot  Kal 
Aiyvmioi  Kvrftjj  forovopd£ovtrt  * Trpomidiaai  Si  avrai  ItpaKot 
Ke<f>a\r]v,  /rat  Sid  to  irpa/triKov  tov  lepattot.  Kat  tfirjatv  o 
’Eu-ifeis  dWifyopu) v (6  ovoptatrOtlt  i rap'  airroh  pJyioToi  !epotf>dv- 
t tjt,  Kal  Upoypapparevt,  ov  psritfipacrev  tit  ' EXXdfia  tfxovifv 
"Ape tot  ' HpaKXeoTroXlrrjt)  Kara  Xegtv  ovrtof  To  irporrov  So 
Setdrarov  o<f>is  io~rl v lepaxos  e% cop  poptftrjv,  ayav  brtyapit ' or 
el  dvaffxbp-ue,  tpeorot  to  irdv  hrXr/pov  ip  t fj  Trpanoyovtp  ywpa 
airrov  * el  Si  Kappvtreie,  tTKorot  iylvero  ■ ipspatriv  StSoi/t  6 'Eirifett 
OTt  Kal  Stdirvpov  itrriv,  Sul  to  tfidvat  Sirjvyatrt ' tptOTo t yap  iStov 
Sort  to  Siavydtrai.  ....  'Ert  prfv  ol  Aiyinmoi  diro  rrjt  airrijt 
ivvolat  tov  xotrpov  ypdfiovres  n repifaprj  kvkXov  depoetSt)  *al 
Trvpumov  xapdoaovm,  Kal  pierov  TerapJvov  5<f>tv  lepaxbpoptpov  ’ 
Kal  icrrt  to  ttclv  a^ffpoi  tot  to  trap'  rfp.lv  0jjra  • tov  ptiv  kvkXov 
xuerpov  ptfvvov ret,  tov  Si  pierov  8<f>tv  avveirriKov  tovtov  ' Ay  affbv 
Aalpova  orffialvovret." — Euseb.  Ertej/.  Ev.  i.  10. 

Then,  to  parallel  those  XIII  Generations  and  Dynasties 
of  the  Chronicle  which  we  have  shown  to  be  reckoned  to  as 
many  deified  ancestors  of  the  old  world  (three  generations 
instead  of  one  being  made  for  the  three  sons  of  Noah),  we 
find  in  Sanchoniathon  a human  genealogy,  which  slightly 
abridged  will  stand  as  follows : — 

I.  (Parallel  to  the  first  generation  and  Dynasty  after 
Ra,  viz.  that  of  Cronus,  in  the  Chronicle): — “ Etra  tfrycri 
yeyevrjaOat  be  tov  KoXirla  ” (i.  c.  perhaps  rr*'B"blp)  “ avtpov 
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xai  7 waixos  ainov  B aav  ” (perhaps  really  an  Egyptian  word 
signifying  spirit,  breath),  “ tovto  Be  Riviera  ippijveveiv”  (r>'3 
pemoctare,  and  Niro,  noctua,  have  a final  letter  more) 
“ Aitova  xai  Uparroyovov,  Svtjrous  avBpas  ‘ evpeiv  Be  tov  Aitova 
ttjv  dvo  rtov  BevBpwv  Tpotftijv.”  (As  if  it  were  said  that  the 
original  Deity,  irvevpa,  at  once  father  and  mother,  begat 
the  first  men  : “ Tow  yap  xai  ye'vos  iapiv.") 

The  name  Protogonus  necessarily  indicates  the  protoplast, 
i.e.  Adam,  who  becomes  Seb,  or  Cronus,  for  the  Egyptians: 
and  Amov,  if  masculine,  being  merely  another  name  for  the 
same  person,  might  have  the  sense  of  Xpovos ; or  if  femi- 
nine, as  what  follows  lower  down  seems  to  imply,  it  will 
agree  in  sense  with  Ziorj,  Eve ; and  it  seems  connected  with 
her,  in  spite  of  the  masculine  form,  by  the  circumstance  that 
she  devises  food  from  trees ; though  certainly  there  is  herein 
no  necessity  for  any  special  allusion,  as  vegetables  and  fruits 
alone  were  the  food  given  to  man  at  the  beginning. 

II.  (Generation  and  Dynasty  III.,  that  is,  the  Becond 
generation  and  dynasty  after  Ra,  in  the  Chronicle): — “’E« 
tovtcov  roiit  ysvopevovs  x\rj9f)vai  Vevos  xai  T evedv,  xai  oixi/aat 
ttjv  Qoivixrjv ” (just  as  later  Osiris,  son  of  Seb,  in  the  second 
generation  of  men,  was  fabled  to  have  been  the  colonist  and 
cultivator  of  antediluvian  Egypt : and  Cain  in  the  second 
generation,  in  the  Book  of  Genesis,  is  said  to  have  founded 
the  first  city :)  “ Av^ptov  Be  yevopevtov,  t as  %eipas  opeyeiv  els 
ovpavovs  7r pos  tov  ij\iov  ’ tovtov  yap,  tf>rjai,  Beov  vopi^eiv  povov 
ovpavov  xvpiov,  BeeX/ra/nlv  xaAovvras,  o itrri  irapd  TWwcft 
K vpios  Ovpavov,  Zeus  Bi  Trap' " E\Aj jtri." 

III.  (Generation  and  Dynasty  IV.,  that  is,  the  third  gener- 
ation and  dynasty  after  Ila,  in  the  Chronicle): — dsro 
Tevovs  Alto vos  xai  TlptoToyovov  ” (here  we  see  that  Altov  is  in 
sense  feminine,  since  Tevos  is  the  son  of  the  two)  ytvrjGfjvai 
aitdis  iraiBas  Svtjtovs,  ots  ovopma  d>a>s,  xai  Tlvp,  xai  ‘I>Xo£  • 
oirroi  ex  Trjs  TTaparpiftfjs  £v\eov  evpov  irvp,  /cat  ttjv  •yprpnv 
iBlBa^av.” 

IV.  (Generation  and  Dynasty  V.,  that  is,  the  fourth  gener- 
ation and  dynasty  after  Ra,  in  the  Chronicle): — “ Tiovs  Be 
iyivvrjaav  oirroi  peyedet  ts  xai  impoyjj  xpeitraovas  ” (plainly 
answering  to  the  giants  of  the  old  world  in  the  Book  of 
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Genesis),  “ dtp  t a opopara  toIs  opgcnv  hrsridt)  w siepanjcrav  • 
<os  ef  airrdtv  KXrjffrjpai  to  K aariov,  Kal  top  Aifiapop,  tea l top 
' AoriXifiavop,  teal  to  B padv.” 

V.  (Generation  and  Dynasty  VI.,  that  is,  the  fifth  gener- 
ation and  dynasty  after  Ra,  in  the  Chronicle) : — “ ’E*  toutcov 

irfcwr]dt}<Tav  M rjpptovpos  teal  "Ttfrovpdvios Etra  row 

'Tyjrovpdi’tov  oitcijerai  Tvpov  • ” (So  Babylon  also,  in  Berosus, 
is  built  before  the  Flood,  and  rebuilt  after  it:)  “ KaXufias  re 
hriPoiprai  Ik  tcaAd/juov  teal  Spucop  teal  Trairvp  o>V  ” (this  last 
word  may  indicate  an  Egyptian  source:)  “ araaidaai  SI  irpos 
top  aSeAtftou  Ow« ov”  (Esau  and  Cain,  perhaps,  in  one.  As 
Cain  was  a keeper  of  sheep,  the  Egyptian  designation  Sos, 
shepherd,  elsewhere  written  Ova  oats  by  Eusebius,  might  be 
suitable:)  “ os  atciirqv  ru  aatpan  irpotros  eic  Sippdrcop  dtp  “icrxyat 
crvXXa/deip  Sr/pieov  evpe.  . . . AepSpou  Si  Xapopspop  top  Over  coop, 
Kal  airoKXaSsvaavra,  irpatrov  ToXprprai  els  SdAaeraav  ip/3r)pai  •” 
(this  is  clearly  Phoenician,  and  if  the  name,  or  the  life,  is  at 
all  connected  with  Esau,  may  hint  that  the  first  navigators 
were  ’Epuffpaloi:)  “ apupSterai  Si  Suo  crrrjXas  llvpt  T£  Kal  IIvw- 
(uxt in  (Le.  to  Phtha  under  these  twin  forms  of  Heat  and 
Spirit,  or  to  Phtha  and  Cneph,  who,  with  Ra  Baal-shamaim, 
make  the  three  mentioned  above:)  “ Kal  TrpocTKVvtjaeu • apa  Tg 
( alpd  Tg?)  enrevSgiv  aurals  dtp  tjypei/g  3>/ptcov.  Toumv  Sa  ” 
(i.  e.  Mimroum  and  Hypsouranios)  “ TeXivT-rjcrdmeov,  tops 
aTroAticftOevrat  pdfiSous  avrols  ctcftiepbtaai,  Kal  rdr  cm'/Xas  trpo- 
atcwglv,  Kal  tovtois  eopTas  dygip  tcaT  Sros.”  (As  if  the  fifth 
generation  of  mankind  were  already  deified  after  death  by 
the  survivors.) 

VI.  (Generation  and  Dynasty  VII.,  that  is,  the  sixth 
generation  and  dynasty  after  Ra,in  the  Chronicle): — “Xpovois 
S'  vargpov  iroXXots  atro  Ttjs ’Ttjrovpaviov  (i. e.  of  Cain?)  yepeas 
yeviaOai Ay  pi  i Kal  'A  Xiia  (Hunter  and  Fisher,  this  and  the 
next  three  generations  being  named  from  modes  of  life), 
tops  aXctlas  Kal  ay  pas  evperds,  1%  dtp  KXr)0ypat  dypeirrds  Kal 
ciXieis." 

VII.  (Generation  and  Dynasty  VIII.,  that  is,  the  seventh 
generation  and  dynasty  after  Ra,  in  the  Chronicle): — “ ’E£ 
up  yepierOai  Suo  dSgXcftous  aiSijpou  eupsras  Kal  tt}s  tout  ov 
ipyaertas * dtp  6 dr s pop  TovXpvcrdtp”  (perhaps  the  elder  Ihoth 
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of  Egypt,  Thoth  Pnubi,  or  the  Golden,  Xpvadep  being  the 
translation  of  nvoin/r?)  “ Aoyovs  atrKparai  /cat  hrcoS at,  /cat 
Havre  las  • ebai  Si  rovrov  r ov  "H<fuuarov  (i.  e.  not  Phtha, 
but  tlie  smith-god  of  the  Greeks.  The  inventions  ascribed 
to  this  Generation  and  the  next,  the  eighth,  are  identical  with 
those  of  two  of  the  sons  of  Lamech,  the  fifth  descendant  of 
Cain,  Jubal  being  the  father  of  musicians,  and  Tubal-Cain, 
whence,  perhaps,  the  Latin  Yulcanus,  the  father  of  smiths  ; 
while  the  name  Aiapi-^ios,  though  derived  by  some  from 
'TO,  machina,  as  if  it  were  Zeus  Miftavucbs,  sounds  like  a 
corruption  of  Lamech :)  “ evpelv  Si  ayiciorpov  /cat  StXeap, 
/cat  oppidv,  /cal  a^eSlav  ’ rrponov  SI  irdvraiv  dvd purer  a>v  rrAev- 
aai  • ” (perhaps  because  his  art  was  the  assistant  of  K povos, 
i.e.  Noah,  in  the  war  with  Uranus  in  fabricating  the  ark :) 
“Sib  Ka'i  c is  Seov  avrov  p.era  Zavarov  eae/Sdadpaav • KaXeiadcu 
Si  avrov  /cat  Atapiytov  • ” (so  here  we  have  another  confessed 
deification :)  “ oi  Si  robs  dSe\t/>obs  avrov  rol^ovs  <f>aaiv  hrivtnj- 
aai  ck  rr\lv6o>v.”  (The  sailing,  except  for  the  word  ayeSiav, 
seems  of  Phoenician,  the  bricks  are  certainly  of  Egyptian 
origin.) 

VIII.  (Generation  and  Dynasty  IX.,  that  is,  the  eighth 
generation  and  dynasty  after  Ita,  in  the  Chronicle): — “ ’E/e 
rov  yevovs  rovrov  ysviaSai  veavlas  Svo,  Texyirpv  /cat  r>)tvot» 
A vroxBova-"  (Artisan,  and  Earthly  Aboriginal:)  “ovroi 
ierevopaav  no  rrrfkip  rf/s  7 r\iv6ov  avppiyvvtw  tfeopvrov,  /eat  rai 
f/At<p  auras  rtpcalveiv  d\\a  /cal  or  eyas  igevpov."  (These  are 
manifestly  the  sun-baked  bricks  of  Egypt,  made  with  earth 
and  chopped  straw,  not  the  burnt  bricks  of  Babylonia,  still 
less  any  of  Phoenicia.  So  the  older  bricks  also  were  Egyp- 
tian ; and  the  substance  of  the  whole  genealogy  hereby  shows 
itself  to  be,  not  from  Sanchoniathon,  nor  any  other  Phoeni- 
cian or  Greek  writer,  but  from  those  Hermetic  books  which 
Sanchoniathon  followed.) 

IX.  (Generation  and  Dynasty  X.,  that  is,  the  ninth  gene- 
ration and  dynasty  after  Ra,in  the  Chronicle) : — “ ’At to  rovraev 
iyevovra  erepoi,  d>v  b pi v ' Ay p'os  6 Si  'Ay poppas  rj  'Ayporps 
(Field  and  Fieldman)  UaXelro  • ov  /cal  £oavov  elvai  paXa 
aefiaapiov,  ecal  vaov  £vyo<f>opovpevov  iv  <l>oivliqi  • rr apd  Si 
BvfiXlois  Igaipfacos  @ea/i/  6 Miyiaros  bvopd^erai  • ” (so  this 
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ancestor  is  not  only  deified,  this  being  a thing  of  course,  but 
he  is  even  styled  the  Greatest  of  the  Gods:)  “ brtvoT)<Tav  Si 
ovtoi  avXas  irpotmOtva*  toIs  oikois,  rai  nept(36Xaia,  rat  amrjKaia. 
’E/c  tovtojv  ayporai  k al  mwrfyoi  ■ ” (this  generation  has  the 
occupation  of  Noah,  as  the  two  preceding  have  the  occupa- 
tions of  the  sons  of  Laincch,  who  are  in  the  eighth  genera- 
tion from  the  beginning,  in  the  line  of  Cain:)  “ ovtoi  Si  icai 
'A\t)tcu  rat  T naves  raXoiWat.” 

X.  (Generation  and  Dynasty  XI.,  that  is,  the  tenth  gener- 
ation and  dynasty  after  Ita,  in  the  Chronicle): — “’A no  tovtiov 
’yeveadai  'Ap-wav  rat  Mdyov”  (of  whom  Amun,  as  the  father 
of  Misor  and  Sydyk,  called  also  below  Isiris  and  Chnna,  the 
ancestors  of  the  Egyptians  and  the  Phoenicians,  should  be 
Ham:  and  the  name  "A^ot'or  may  be  taken  from  the  Egyp- 
tian Amoun,  Amoun-Khem :)  “ ot  KariSu^av  iccoptas  ral 
irotp.vas  •”  (Ham,  perhaps,  the  ancestor  of  the  Egyptians  and 
Phoenicians,  being  the  father  of  such  as  live  in  villages  and 
towns,  Kwfias,  and  Magus,  who  may  stand  for  Shem  the 
father  of  the  Magi,  being  the  father  of  such  as  keep  flocks.) 

At  this  point  we  have  one  generation  less  than  the  eleven 
which  should  be  reckoned  from  Adam  through  Seth  to  any 
one  of  the  three  sons  of  Noah  inclusively ; a difference  which 
disappears,  if  we  suppose  the  line  of  Cain,  in  which  chiefly 
were  the  founders  of  cities,  the  giants,  men  of  renown,  and 
inventors  of  arts,  to  have  been  followed  by  allusion  in  the 
generations  given  above,  rather  than  the  line  of  Seth.  It 
is  even  conceivable  that  Noah  himself  should  have  been 
descended,  though  in  the  female  line,  from  Cain  as  well  as 
from  Seth";  and  on  that  supposition  he  might  be  made  to 
stand  ninth  from  the  beginning  by  one  reckoning,  as  he 
stands  tenth  by  the  other. 

In  these  X Generations  (which  would  be  XII  if  the  600 
years  of  Noah  and  his  sons  were  divided  into  four  average 
generations  instead  of  two  actual)  we  have  a close  parallel  to 
the  XIII  Generations  and  Dynasties  of  the  XIII  Gods  (Seb 
or  Cronus  and  his  descendants)  in  the  Chronicle,  and  a per- 
fect parallel  to  the  X which  are  given  in  the  book  of  Genesis, 
if  one  passes  from  the  last  descendant  of  Cain,  the  eighth  from 
the  beginning,  to  Noah  and  Ham  and  to  the  new  world. 
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And  as  the  vm  Demigods  of  the  Chronicle,  though  thrust 
down,  and  apparently  confined  to  217  years,  between  the  two 
complete  cycles  of  the  antediluvians  and  Menes,  yet  really 
begin  from  the  Flood,  and  are  concurrent  for  658  years  with  the 
survival,  real  or  fictitious,  of  the  antediluvians,  it  follows  that 
the  sons  and  grandsons  of  Amunus  and  Magus  in  Sanchoni- 
athon  are  to  be  paralleled  with  the  first  and  second  of  the  eight 
generations  of  Demigods  in  the  Chronicle;  although  the  name 
of  Mizraim  or  Osiris  (Miacopflaipis)  having  been  blended  later 
with  the  characters  of  antediluvian  deities,  he  is  lost  from 
this  place  in  the  popular  mythology  (in  the  older  he  is  not 
yet  named),  and  it  is  only  his  son  Thoth  that  heads  the 
series  of  Demigods  in  the  lists  of  Manetho  or  his  re-editors. 
The  two  generations  after'A/u/vos  and  Mdryos  appear  thus: — 

XI.  (Generation  xiv.,  fourteenth  after  Ra,  and  first  of 
the  vm  Demigods,  in  the  Chronicle): — “’A  tto  roimov  ” 
(i.  e.  uird  ’A/iwov  Kai  M ayov)  “ yeviaOai  M terwp  /cal  XuSu/t, 
TovrtaTiv,  EuXutoi'  Kai  Aiicaiov."  (Sydyk  being  identified 
with  Canaan,  son  of  Ham  and  father  of  Sidon,  both  ns  the 
ancestor  of  the  Phoenicians,  father  of  their  Kdfieipot,  and 
also  as  brother  of  M iaa>p,  father  of  Thoth  and  ancestor  of 
the  Egyptians,  it  is  interesting  to  notice  how  the  name  is 
varied,  so  as  to  have  a sense  contrary  to  that  of  the  name 
Canaan.  For  “Canaan,”  i.e.  “Humiliatus,”  implies  rather 
degradation  and  servitude,  in  agreement  with  the  curse  of 
Noah,  “a  servant  of  servants  shall  he  be  to  his  brethren:” 
but  his  own  Phoenician  posterity  name  him  mystically 
“Sydyk,”  i.e.  “ The  Righteous,”  or  the  “Justified.”  Else- 
where, though  with  a confusion  of  chronology  as  if  both  were 
descendants  or  successors  of  Thoth,  “ Chnaa,”  i.e.  Canaan, 
is  named  distinctly  by  his  proper  name  as  brother  of  Isiris, 
and  ns  being  “ the  first  Phoenician.”) 

XII.  (Generation  xvi.,i.e.  fifteenth  after  Ra,  and  second 

of  the  vm  Demigods,  in  the  Chronicle): — “ ’Atto  Mwaip 
Tuairro?  * or  evps  ttjv  tojv  irpiit ra>i>  aroi^eiiov  7 patf>tjv’  ov 
Aiyutnioi  pin  (~)wd,  ' AXs^avSpels  Si  idoaiiO,  "EWrjvtt  Si  'Eppfjv 
tKiiXsaav.  ’E/c  Si  rov  XuSwe  Awaicovpoi,  f)  K dfieipoi,  fj  I\ opv- 
(3avres,  i ) ISapoOpnicef.  Ovrol,  r-pdnoi  ttXoiov  evpov." 

Here,  with  the  generation  of  Thoth  himself,  ends  the  con- 
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aecutive  genealogy  deduced  from  Protogonus  and  zEon,  i.  e. 
from  Adam  and  Eve : and  the  fact  that  it  ends  here  is  some 
sign  that  thus  far  Sanchoniathon  may  have  been  following  not 
only  the  Hermetic  books,  but  that  most  ancient  part  of  them 
which  was  really  derived  in  substance  from  Thoth  himself, 
who  like  other  authors  would  naturally  go  down  to  his  own 
time.  And  in  this  succession  of  deified  ancestors,  through 
all  the  period  of  the  old  world,  until  after  the  generation 
answering  to  Noah,  no  single  name  of  any  deity  of  the  po- 
pular Egyptian  Pantheon  has  occurred.  Only  at  the  outset 
we  have  learned  that  Thoth  symbolised  by  the  scarabieus 
with  the  egg  that  it  forms  and  rolls,  by  the  visible  sun,  and 
by  the  serpent  or  urteus,  four  deities  not  of  human  origin, 
identifiable  with  Phtha,  Ra,  Cneph,  and  the  goddess  Mout. 
But  when  Sanchoniathon,  or  rather,  as  we  may  suppose, 
Thoth  himself,  begins  afresh,  and  goes  back,  as  he  does,  from 
his  own  generation,  to  give  a separate  account  of  the  existing 
world,  deducing  it  not  from  Protogonus  and  zEon  and  the 
material  cosmogony,  but  from  Uranus,  and  Cronus  the  elder, 
L e.  from  Noah  and  the  Flood,  we  do  find  in  this  separate 
postdiluvian  mythology  either  plainly,  with  Egyptian  names, 
or  under  their  known  Greek  equivalents,  or  by  necessary 
inference,  or  under  Phoenician  parallels,  those  same  deities  of 
the  popular  Pantheon  which  the  Egyptians  claimed  for  them- 
selves and  for  Thoth  the  credit  of  having  first  invented. 
And  as  the  former  consecutive  genealogy  extends  through 
those  500  or  600  years  after  the  Flood,  within  which  the 
sources  of  the  separate  mythology  following  are  chronologi- 
cally contained,  and  the  two  accounts  are  distinctly  connected 
together  by  the  name  Sydyk,  i.  e.  Canaan,  father  of  the 
Phoenician  Cabeiri  and  brother  of  Misor,  and  so  uncle  of 
Thoth,  it  is  possible  to  ascertain  with  some  exactness  the  re- 
lation of  the  popular  Pantheon,  in  its  earlier  form,  to  the 
succession  of  real  postdiluvian  ancestors. 

Sydyk,  who  is  son  of  Amunus  and  father  of  the  Cabiri, 
according  to  the  Genealogy,  is,  according  to  the  Mythology, 
father  of  the  same  Cabiri  (especially  of  Asmounius  or 
Asclepius,  the  youngest  of  them),  by  a Titanid,  daughter  of 
K poi'os.  Cronus  therefore,  the  chief  deity  of  the  Phoenicians 
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(and  the  chief  of  deified  ancestors  in  the  Chronicle),  is  neces- 
sarily one  with  Amunua  of  the  tenth  Generation  in  the 
Genealogy,  that  is,  he  is  one  with  Ham.  And  this  is  con- 
firmed, when  we  find  that  Kpovos  the  younger  (for  there  are 
two)  is,  as  Ham  ought  to  be,  one  of  three  brethren  named 
Kpovos  /?,  BfjXos,  and  'AiroWcov,  who  have  also  three  Phoeni- 
cian contemporaries,  Pontus,  Typhon,  and  Nereus.  But 
’AttoXXwv  being  Horns,  and  there  being  no  room  for  literal 
contemporaries  of  Ham  and  his  two  brothers,  Amoun  or 
Amoun-Khem,  Typhon  or  Baal,  and  Horus  will  be  the 
Egyptian  triad  of  Thoth  and  Sanchoniathon,  answering  to 
the  three  sons  of  Noah.  But  Amoun  (the  hidden  deity)  and 
Khem  (the  generator)  are  already  in  Sanchoniathon,  as  com- 
mented by  Eusebius,  divided  into  two,  ndv,  i.  e.  Khem,  being 
named  as  the  son  of  Uranus  and  brother  of  Cronus,  while 
yet  there  is  no  room  for  more  than  two  literal  brothers  of  the 
younger  Cronus,  Ham,  nor  for  any  literal  brother  at  all  of  the 
elder,  who  must  necessarily  be  Noah,  and  so  one  with  'Aypo~ 
rrjf,  the  Husbandman  of  Generation  IX.  in  the  Genealogy. 
But  Kpovos  the  elder  is  certainly  the  Egyptian  Seb.  Being 
the  sole  father  of  the  existing,  no  less  than  Protogonus  or 
Adam  of  the  old  world,  he  might  have  been  presented  with- 
out human  ancestors  (humanity  having  been  reabsorbed  into 
nature)  as  sprung  from  some  Ssos  /cal  3ed,  like  avifxos 
KoXnrias  and  B aav;  or  from  the  grosser  pantheistic  duad 
Heaven  and  Earth;  after  which  Heaven,  as  an  unnatural 
father,  might  war  on  his  consort  and  her  offspring.  This  would 
have  been  intelligible : and  in  purely  Egyptian  mythology, 
as  known  from  other  sources,  'EXiow  "Tyfnaros,  i.  e.  antedi- 
luvian humanity,  Ovpavos,  i.  e.  heaven  personified,  and  the 
elder  Kpovos,  i.  e.  the  ancestor  of  existing  humanity,  are 
all  one  deity  under  one  name,  Seb,  who  is  indifferently 
either  Uranus  or  Cronus;  and  his  consort  has  one  name, 
Nutpe  or  Rhea,  the  goddess  Mout  (Trj  or  A^fiijrrjp)  having 
a different  connection.  But  in  Sanchoniathon,  whether  he 
were  following  Thoth  or  varying  from  him,  the  allegory  is 
complex  and  confused.  Kpovos,  the  Humanity  of  the  exist- 
ing world  is  deduced  from  two  earlier  generations  of  iin- 
cestors;  his  grandparents  being  not  simply  spirit,  like  '“Avepos 
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and  B dav,  and  his  parents  the  pantheistic  duod,  Heaven  and 
Earth,  which  again  would  have  been  intelligible ; but  his 
grandfather,  blasphemously  named  ’EXaoOv  "T yfriaros,  God  the 
Most  High,  is  antediluvian  Humanity  slain  by  a beast  (nei- 
ther the  deceiving  serpent  nor  the  true  dragon,  Apepi,of  the 
deluge,  but  some  other  enemy),  and  afterwards  deified.  His 
immediate  father  is  again  a man,  who  by  the  name  'Eiriyeioi 
Ainox^tov,  Aboriginal  Man  on  the  Earth,  while  yet  derived 
from  an  older  humanity,  is  fixed  to  be  no  other  than  Cronus 
himself  reduplicated.  And  this  reduplication  with  its  consort 
being  thrown  back  upon  nature,  and  identified  with  the  pan- 
theistic duiul,  and  renamed  (after  death  and  deification) 
Heaven  and  Earth,  Noah  or  Cronus,  now  become  his  own 
father,  becomes  also,  through  the  material  heaven  and  the 
power  moving  it,  his  own  enemy ; and  in  his  father  is  even 
one  with  the  enemy,  the  monster,  which  slew  his  grand- 
father Elioun  Hypsistos : an  inextricable  confusion  of  con- 
trary relations. 

The  whole  series  of  this  mythology  is  expressly  connected 
by  Sanchoniathon  not  only  with  the  existing  postdduvian 
world,  but  with  the  times  of  Thoth  himself  and  the  Cabiri, 
and  even  of  the  generation  next  following;  for  he  introduces 
it  with  these  words : 

“ Contemporary  with  these,"  i.  e.  strictly  speaking,  with 
the  progeny  of  the  Cabiri,  who  are  the  last  mentioned,  but 
no  doubt  the  sense  is,  “ contemporary  with  these  later  gene- 
rations, there  existed  one  Elioun  Hypsistos  and  a female 
named  Beryta,  who  settled  at  Byblos  (so  that  this  form  of 
the  myth  is  evidently  from  some  native  of  Byblos) : “ Kara 
t ovrovs  yiverai  tis  'EXlovv,  KaXovytvos  "Tyfrurros,  teal  SijXeta 
XeyopJinj  Hrjpovd  • ot  teal  tcaraucovv  Trepl  Bv/SXop. 

“ ’Ef  uu  yevvarai  'Eni-yews  17  Auto^&ok,  bv  verrepov  beaksaav 
O vpavov  . . . yevmTai  Be  rovrtp  aBe\<f>r)  lie  twv  irpoupppsvwv, 
f)  Kai  cic\r)8r)  Ft}.”  (Eusebius,  from  Diodorus  and  Euemerus, 
adds  that  this  Aboriginal  Man  of  the  Earth  was  afterwards, 
when  deified,  called  Uranus  or  Heaven  either  for  having 
been  knowing  in  the  stars,  or  for  having  been  the  first  to 
sacrifice  to  the  Celestials,  that  is,  to  his  own  earthly  antedi- 
luvian ancestors. — Euscb.  Prcepar.  Evany.  II.  ii.  p.  60.) 
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“'O  Be  tovtodv  TTcnrjp,  6 '"IN/rtffTor,  avp0o\yjr  Bppuov 
reXeimjcrai  a<pupw0rj  • a>  Kal  ^ odr  /cal  Suatar  oi  iralBer  $Tt\eaav. 

“ ]lapaka/3(ov  Be  6 Ovpavos  ttjv  tov  irarpor  apyijv,  ayertu 
irpos  ydpov  ttjv  uBe\(pr}v  Fr/v,  Kal  iroietTcu  if  airrijr  valSar  8, 
*I\ov,  tov  Kal  K poi’ov,  Kal  BstuXov,  Kal  Aa7a>v,  or  ion  Striov, 
Kal  “ArAarra.  ” (Under  these  Phoenician  names  K puvor  only 
is  at  once  identifiable  with  the  Egyptian  Seb  ; but  Eusebius 
helps  us  to  name  another,  viz.,  Ilnv,  i.e.  Khem,  whom  Hero- 
dotus also  names  among  the  VIII  most  ancient  Gods  ; for  he 
says,  from  Diodorus  and  Euemerus,  that  “Uranus  by  'Earia, 
i.  e.  Onka  or  Vesta,  had  sons  Pan  and  Cronus,  and  daughters 
Rhea  and  Demetcr.” — Prcepar.  Eva.ng.  II.  ii.  p.  60)  “ Kat  if 
dWtdv  Be  yap.eru)v  6 O upavor  7 ro\X»/v  trer^e  yevedv”  (and  SO  he 
continues  to  give  the  fable  at  length;  according  to  which 
Uranus,  by  the  deluge,  seeking  to  destroy  the  mother  Earth 
his  consort,  with  her  children,  his  son  Cronus,  i.e.  man,  sprung 
from  the  slain  antediluvians,  and  now  disentangled  from  his 
confusion  with  heaven  personified,  takes  part  with  his  mother; 
and  aided  by  male  and  female  prudence,  the  elder  Thoth 
and  Athene  or  Neith,  his  daughter,  at  length  defeats  Ura- 
nus, mutilates  and  slays  him,  and  reigns  in  his  stead;  after 
which,  as  a thing  of  course,  he  also  deifies  and  worships  him. 
That  is,  without  allegory,  man,  by  foresight  and  skill  in 
making  the  ark,  surmounts  the  deluge ; sees  the  power  of 
the  heaven  for  mischief  cut  off ; the  waters  being  confined 
to  some  central  abyss,  ard  issuing  only  in  beneficent  sources 
of  rivers ; and  so  he  rules  the  earth  freed  and  recovered  from 
the  Flood.  The  elder  Thoth  and  Neith,  and  the  elder  Athor 
(Astarte),  'Earia  or  Onka,  Pan  himself,  and  others,  as  Zeiis 
&T)papovr  posthumous  son  of  Uranus,  and  his  son  Melcarth 
the  Tyrian  Hercules,  (who  must  be  Amoun  and  Khons,)  and 
others  named  in  connection  with  Uranus  and  the  elder 
Cronus,  must  all  (except  one  consort,  Rhea  Nutpe)  be  either 
merely  allegorical  personages,  or  reduplications,  for  whom 
there  is  no  room  literally  in  the  ark,  any  more  than  for  “ the 
daughter  and  pilot  and  select  friends  ” of  Xisuthrus,  who  are 
named  by  the  Chaldean  Berosus. 

Putting  together  the  Egyptian  deities  which  we  have 
hitherto  found  in  Sanchoniathon,  and  which  may  possibly  be 
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from  the  earliest  Hermetic  books,  we  have  now  before  us 
the  following  series:  — 

I.  <t>0d,  under  Xlveupa  or  n voi)  in  the  Cosmogony,  with 
the  symbol  of  the  scarabasus  implied  in  what  is  said  of  the 
Mundane  Egg : also  under  llvevpa  and  Tlvp,  worshipped  by 
Ousous  in  Generation  V.  of  the  Genealogy. 

II.  'Pd,  under  " HXtor  BesXzra/iio,  worshipped  as  the  only 
Lord  of  Heaven  in  Generation  II.  of  the  Genealogy. 

III.  K “the  Conserving  Soul  of  the  Universe,”  in 
Greek  'Ay aBo&aiptov,  under  the  symbol  of  the  serpent,  or 
uncus,  deified  by  Thoth. 

Also  a goddess,  Mcot,  the  universal  mother,  mother  and 
consort  at  once  of  Khem  or  Pan,  the  Generator.  She  is  ex- 
pressly named  in  the  Cosmogony,  and  is  not  different  from 
the  Mundane  Egg  moulded  by  II veupa.  Then  in  the  Mytho- 
logy, which  must  be  compared  with  the  last  four  Generations 
of  the  Genealogy,  there  are  mentioned  or  indicated 

IV.  TLr)@,  under  ’EXtovo "T inerros,  Oupav'os,  and  Kpovos  a ' 
in  the  Mythology,  and  under  'Ayporrjs,  Gen.  IX.  of  the 
Genealogy.  Also,  connected  with  these ; we  have 

V.  Xifi,  whom  Eusebius  calls  Fide,  under  one  of  the  Phoe- 
nician names  of  the  four  sons  of  Uranus  in  the  Mythology : 
as  such  he  seems  to  be  the  brother  of  K povos  a,  but  really 
he  is  is  a form  of  K povos  ft.  Further,  there  occur 

ix.  Qwd,  i.e.  Thoth  or  Hermes  the  elder,  counsellor  of 
K povos,  perhaps  one  with  Xpvaebp  or  ni'ooxjr  of  Generation 
VIII.  in  the  Genealogy. 

x.  A form  of  'Apovv,  under  Zeus  Atjpapovs  a late  son  of 
Oupavor  after  his  defeat,  born  in  the  house  of  Dagon  (Xip?), 
brother  of  K povos  o',  and  so  parallel  with  his  three  sons;  and 
one  therefore  with  that  one  of  them  who  is  named  “Apoxnns. 

xi.  Xcbvs,  'HpaxXfj?  son  of  ’A (tow,  under  Melcarth  the 
Tyrian  Hercules,  son  of  Zeus  Aijpapovs,  parallel  seemingly 
with  M urmp  and  2u8uk  sons  of  'A pvvos,  but  really  perhaps 
parallel  with  Thoth  and  the  Cabiri,  a generation  lower. 

XII.  Perhaps  ’loop,  'iliceavos,  or  NwXor,  under  the  Phoeni- 
cian Homos,  contemporary  of  the  sons  of  Kpovos  ft . Also 
there  are  the  goddesses 

a.  [1^  or  who  is  the  same  as  the  goddess  M«.t, 
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already  mentioned  above,  and  mother  and  consort  at  once  not 
of  Seb  but  of  Khcm  or  Min,  who  is  Pan.] 

b.  Nutpe,  consort  of  Seb  (who  is  at  once  Uranus  and 
Cronus),  under  'Pea  consort  of  Kpovos  a'. 

c.  Onka,  a Phoenician  goddess,  known  also  in  Egypt, 
under  'E<rrto,  named  by  Eusebius  as  consort  of  O vpavos. 

d.  'Adi op  the  elder,  ’A fypohLrtj  Ovpavia,  under  Astarte 
daughter  of  Uranus. 

e.  N«0  under  ’A Otjva  the  daughter  of  Kpovos  a. 

All  these,  and  others  not  clearly  identifiable  with  Egyptian 
names  or  deities,  are  either  merely  allegorical  personages, 
or  else  they  are  reduplications. 

VI.  ’Apovv,  under  "Apvvos  of  Generation  X.  in  the  Gene- 
alogy, son  of'Ayponjs  of  Generation  IX.;  and  under  Kpovos  ff 
chief  of  the  three  sons  of  Kpovos  a,  deities  derived  from  the 
three  sons  of  Noah,  this  the  chief  of  them  being  Ham  or 
Chem. 

VII.  TvifHov,  under  second  son  of  Kporor  a ; for 

“Baal  ” is  also  in  Egyptian  a form  of  Typhon  ; but  by  name 
also,  as  the  second  of  the  three  aqueous  deities  contemporaries 
of  the  three  sons  of  Kpovos  /9”,  viz.  Uovtos,  'l'vijxov,  Nj jpivs. 

VIII.  T£lpos,  i.e.  Horus  the  elder,  son,  not  grandson,  of 
Seb,  or  Kpovos  a ; under  ’A iroWcov,  third  of  the  three  sons 
of  Kpovos  a. 

Supposing  this  list,  obtained  from  Sanchoniathon,  the  ear- 
liest as  is  thought  of  heathen  writers  (apart  from  any  hiero- 
glypliical  papyri  or  inscriptions  which  may  be  older),  to  contain 
the  chief  personages  of  the  mythology  as  it  was  left  by  Thoth 
himself,  we  may  discern  in  it  perhaps  those  VIII  greater  and 
more  ancient  Gods,  to  whom,  according  to  Herodotus,  Her- 
cules was  added  later,  with  three  others,  so  as  to  make  XII : 
and  the  name  of  Hercules  (Chons)  we  have  before  us  already. 
Another  name,  Osiris,  not  deified  it  seems  as  yet  by  Thoth, 
appears  nevertheless  uniformly  from  an  early  period  (seem- 
ingly from  200  years  before  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII.,  i.  e. 
from  about  B.  c.  2000,  if  on  the  altar  of  Pepi),  as  the  first  of 
the  three  sons  of  Seb,  in  the  place  where  we  find  in  Sancho- 
niathon Cronus  II.  or  Amoun.  Osiris  is  not  indeed  entirely 
absent  from  Sanchoniathon.  He  is  mentioned  as  one  of  the 
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successors  of  Thoth,  who  taught  and  added  to  his  mythology 
several  generations  after  him : but  as  it  is  added  at  the  same 
time  that  he  was  “ brother  of  Canaan  the  first  Phoenician,”  we 
see  that  Osiris  (whether  the  name  be  etymologically  the  same 
or  not)  is  really  one  and  the  same  person  with  Misor,  the 
immediate  father  of  Thoth,  who  was  living  perhaps  still 
when  Thoth  compounded  his  mythology : but  after  some  few 
generations  later,  at  the  time  when  he  is  inconsistently  said  to 
have  lived,  he  was  himself  added  to  the  group  of  mythological 
deities,  probably  at  the  same  time  with  Hercules,  and  put 
up  into  the  place  of  KpoVor  /S'  or  ’A povv  ; and  Amoun,  even 
if  he  had  not  ranked  with  the  greater  Gods  already,  would 
by  inference  be  understood  to  belong  to  them,  since  Chons  or 
Hercules  was  his  son.  Having  still  a third  Egyptian  name, 
Thoth,  given  in  Sanchoniathon  to  a contemporary  and  coun- 
sellor of  the  elder  Cronus,  we  may  suppose  that  this  elder 
Thoth  was  also  advanced  at  the  same  time  with  Misor  and 
Chons,  the  name  perhaps  of  Thoth  having  been  given  to  him 
by  Thoth  the  son  of  Misor  on  account  of  the  propriety  of  its 
signification ; for  tat  or  thoth  signifies  hand,  and  he  was  the 
hand  and  skill  which  devised  and  made  (as  the  pilot  in  Bero- 
sus  was  the  skill  and  power  which  animated  and  preserved) 
the  ark.  Or  ho  may  have  been  originally  unnamed,  being  de- 
rived from  the  Xpvacop  or  Ylvoinjr  of  Gen.  VIII.  in  the  Gene- 
alogy ; and  the  name  of  Thoth  the  son  of  Misor  may  have 
been  thrown  back  upon  him  from  the  similarity  of  his  cha- 
racter, so  that  Thoth  himself,  the  son  of  Misor,  besides  be- 
coming a Demigod  afterwards,  was  first  deified  in  him.  After 
these  three  there  remains  only  one  name  more  to  look  for, 
and  we  shall  have  found  in  Sanchoniathon  not  only  the  VIII 
but  all  the  XII  Gods  of  Herodotus.  And  as  we  find  in 
Sanchoniathon  not  only  Typhon  but  other  aqueous  deities, 
Pontus  the  elder  or  Poseidon,  and  Nereus,  it  is  probable  that 
these  saltwater  deities  may  have  been  for  the  maritime  Phoe- 
nicians the  representatives,  mulatis  mutandis,  of  an  Egyptian 
freshwater  ’fl/rravoy,  'loop,  or  Hapi,  the  Egyptians  owing 
everything  to  their  river,  but  regarding  the  salt  sea  as  an 
emblem  of  desolation,  and  salt  as  the  “ foam  of  Typhon.” 

As  for  the  six  consecutive  generations  of  Demigods  in  the 
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Chronicle  between  that  of  Thoth,  the  son  of  Misor,  and 
Menes,  we  have  certainly  no  regular  scries  to  parallel  with 
them  from  Sanchoniathon ; still  we  have  a slight  compendious 
indication  of  nearly  as  many  generations  down  to  the  mention 
(the  addition,  as  we  understand  it)  of  Isiris  brother  of 
Canaan  in  the  Mythology;  and  this  we  may  suppose  was  at 
any  rate  not  later  than  the  time  of  Menes ; seeing  how  the 
name  of  his  son  Thoth  is  connected  with  the  first  dynasty 
of  Tanitc  kings,  pervading  it  in  a manner  according  to  the 
list  of  Eratosthenes. 

Ii.  “ ’EXffdiv  Be  6 Kpovos  (that  is,  Ham,  it  is  said)  els  Notou 
j^topav,  diracrav  ttjv  Acyi mov  eBcoxe  Oeat  Taavrcp,  ottois  (Sacrl- 
\eiov  ai'mp  yevr)7ai."  In  this  passage  Ham,  the  great  patriarch 
of  the  Egyptians,  is  represented  as  giving  Egypt  to  Thoth ; 
as  if,  at  the  point  of  time  alluded  to,  Misor  was  already 
dead,  and  Ham  surviving ; while,  when  the  passage  itself 
was  written,  Thoth  himself  is  already  deified. 

“ Tavra  Be,  cfnjtrc,  it parrot  ndvreov  \nrep.vr)paTuravro  oi  t? 
hvBux  7 ralBes  Kdfietpoi,  xal  oySoos  airraiv  dBeXcftos  'AcncXrpnos, 
ws  alrrots  iverelXaro  Seos  Tdairros.” 

III.  [“  'Ek  r out  coy  yeyovaatv  erepoi  ot  /cal  fioravas  evpov, 
xal  7i)v  7oiv  Ba/ceruiv  lew  tv,  xal  Inva^as.”]  “ Ol  arret  7oiv  Aioa- 
Kovpcov  ” are  mentioned  also  as  building  ships  before  the  death 
of  Cronus,  after  the  foundation  of  Byblos. 

IV.  [“  ©a^S/cov  rtr.] 

V.  “ Tavra  Tram  a 0a/9iWos  rrais  Trponos  7 Siv  dir  cuoivos 
yeyovcrrcov  <1*0  tv  licaiv'  I eporfidvTrjs  dXkTfyoprjaas,  7ols  7e  (pvaixois 
Kal  Kocrpucols  rrddecnv  dvapu^as,  rrapeBoiKe 

VI.  7ols  opyioiaL  xal  reXeroiv  KarapyTtvcri  llporfujrais'  ol  Be, 
7ov  Tvfov  av£eiv  ix  vav70s  hnvoovvres, 

VII.  rotr  ainoiv  BtaB6\ois  rrapiBoaav, 

VIII.  Atai  Toir  wapeiaaKTOis  • oiv  els  f/v'laipis  7uivy'ypap.pAra3v 
eitperrjs,  aBeXtfios  Xra,  tov  7rpd>70v  pterovopaaBeinos  ^oivixos." 

So  that  this  mention  of  Osiris  is  put  in  at  least  the  sixth, 
but  very  probably  in  the  seventh  or  eighth,  generation  from 
Ham.  As  for  the  demigods  of  the  popular  mythology 
which  grew  up  after  Thoth  during  these  six  generations,  wo 
can  name  some  of  them  with  certainty,  as  Manetho  or  his 
re-editors  in  their  lists  give  names  which  we  have  not  yet 
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found,  and  which  in  some  of  those  lists  are  expressly  named 
'H/i Iffsoi,  though  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  their 
number  was  ever  exactly  eight.  Thoth  himself  appears  at 
their  head,  then  Anubis,  Anhour,  who  is  Mars,  and  an 
Apollo,  who  may  be  Horus  son  of  Isis.  They  name  also 
’A /i/iwv  and  Zwt  and  'HpoxXqr,  which  seem  more  doubtful, 
Xakror,  who  may  be  Su,  son  of  the  Sun,  and  One 

might  conjecture  that  Zov^oc,  or  Sebek,  in  later  time  at  least, 
would  be  added ; and  the  name  ' Aa/cXrprios  occurring  for  the 
youngest  of  the  Phoenician  K afteipoi,  we  should  expect  to  find 
Imhotep  in  a corresponding  place  among  the  popular  demi- 
gods or  Kafieipoi  of  Egypt.  Four  Bulls  appear  with  reigns 
among  the  fragments  of  the  Turin  Papyrus ; but  the  deifica- 
tion of  the  sacred  animals,  according  to  Manetho,  took  place 
only  under  the  kings,  after  Menes.  Also  in  the  same  MS. 
it  seems  that  a Horus  was  named  as  the  last  of  the  divino 
rulers,  immediately  before  Menes. 

The  myth  of  Uranus  and  Cronus,  which  had  spread 
to  the  Greeks  before  the  time  of  Hesiod,  is  parallel  in 
some  respects  to  that  of  Typhon  and  Osiris,  which  seems 
to  hare  supplanted  it  at  a later  date  than  that  of  the  first 
composition  of  the  Hermetic  books.  The  difference  between 
the  two  is  this,  that  while  the  myth  of  Uranus  and  Cronus 
refers  only  to  the  enemy,  the  evil,  and  the  strife  connected 
with  the  Flood  and  the  origin  of  the  existing  world  (and  to 
this,  as  we  have  seen,  the  earliest  mythology  of  Thoth  was 
confined),  the  later  myth  of  Osiris,  Isis,  Typhon,  and  Horus 
(connected  with  whom  we  first  find  Anubis  the  successor  of 
Thoth),  is  the  embodiment  of  a much  more  ancient  story 
connected  similarly  with  the  beginning  of  the  antediluvian 
world.  It  may  sound  paradoxical  at  first  to  hear  it  said  that 
the  later  event  was  supplanted  by  the  earlier,  the  Flood  by 
the  Fall ; but  with  a little  reflection  we  shall  see  that  this 
may  well  have  been.  Sin  and  its  punishment,  with  what- 
ever age  connected,  were  disagreeable  subjects,  which  sinners 
would  at  all  times  ignore  and  forget  if  they  could.  But  in 
the  first  generations  after  the  Flood,  to  ignore  or  forget  that 
tremendous  catastrophe  was  plainly  impossible.  The  recom- 
mencement of  mankind  from  a eingle  father,  and  a single 


68 


EGYPTIAN  CHRONICLES. 


family,  while  that  father  and  his  sons  were  still  living,  must 
have  been  the  great  fact  ever  present  to  the  imaginations  of 
nil;  while  the  true  cause  of  the  destruction  of  the  old  world 
must  have  been  known  with  a painful  distinctness  to  the  first 
authors  of  apostasy  in  the  new.  The  story  of  the  Fall,  the 
original  source  of  all  death  and  misery,  even  if  misrepre- 
sented, as  it  was  in  later  fables,  with  a blasphemous  trans- 
position of  parts  and  characters,  could  offer  but  poor  comfort 
in  reproduction  by  natural  generation,  and  in  the  hope  of 
some  future  antichrist,  to  a race  which  had  almost  witnessed 
the  Flood  ; while  the  source  and  sting  of  death,  and  of  the 
Flood  itself,  lying  in  the  original  transgression,  the  sensitive- 
ness of  sinners  may  have  concentrated  itself  upon  the  Fall, 
which  last  its  actual  remoteness,  and  the  nearer,  engrossing, 
and  overwhelming  fact  of  the  destruction  and  recommence- 
ment of  the  world,  helped  to  hide  from  view.  The  Flood 
too,  much  more  than  the  Fall,  was  capable  of  being  repre- 
sented in  a light  favourable  to  self-complacency.  For  carnal 
and  irreligious  men  it  might  be  said  that  man  by  his  foresight 
and  skill  had  surmounted  the  utmost  malice  of  his  enemy,  sur- 
viving even  the  confusion  of  the  elements,  the  war  of  heaven 
against  earth,  and  the  reabsorption  of  the  world  into  primseval 
Chaos.  But  as  time  went  on,  and  the  newness  of  the  exist- 
ing world  was  less  felt,  as  successive  generations  left  further 
and  further  behind  them  that  mountainous  fact  which  at 
first  had  hidden  all  the  past,  older  facts  of  human  history  even 
more  momentous  than  the  Flood  itself  would  begin,  like 
higher  but  more  distant  mountains,  to  re-appear;  till  at 
length  the  relative  proportion  of  the  Flood  was  so  lessened 
by  distance,  that  it  became  possible  even  to  ignore  and  to 
forget  it  as  a particular  fact,  a disagreeable  fact,  in  history, 
just  as  the  overthrow  in  the  Red  Sea  was  forgotten  and 
ignored  ; while  the  existence  of  disorder  in  nature  animate 
and  inanimate,  and  of  enmity,  suffering,  and  death,  in  one 
word,  of  evil,  in  the  moral  world,  was  a permanent  fact 
which  met  the  eye  and  mind  everywhere,  and  required  to  be 
accounted  for : and  whatever  account  were  given  of  it,  the 
story  must  from  its  very  nature  go  back  virtually  to  the  com- 
mencement of  the  old  world  and  the  first  origin  of  mankind. 
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Death,  being  universal,  must  have  begun  in  the  first 
father ; and  there  must  have  been  some  other  enemy , not  a 
man,  to  slay  him : and  as  he  still  lives  in  posterity,  he  had  a 
son  by  the  first  mother  to  survive,  and  in  some  sense  to  avenge 
him.  Men  also,  in  the  plural,  being  at  variance,  naturally 
hostile,  brother  striving  against  brother,  and  brother  slaying 
brother,  the  parts  divided  between  the  first  man  and  some 
other  enemy  will,  in  the  first  generation  springing  from 
him,  be  divided  between  the  first  brothers.  These  essential 
elements  of  the  story  being  reproduced  perpetually,  mutatis 
mutandis,  in  successive  generations,  a myth  embodying  them 
might  approach  very  closely  to  historical  truth  without  de- 
riving either  its  names  or  incidents  from  historical  tradition 
oral  or  written.  The  Egyptian  mythology  seems  in  its 
historical  basis  to  have  been  in  the  first  instance  (as  has  been 
said  above)  wholly  postdiluvian ; and  its  human  ancestor, 
K povos  a’,  in  the  first  instance  could  be  no  other  than  Noah, 
there  being  no  other  ancestor  probably  in  the  existing  world 
who  had  died  when  it  was  composed.  Some  time  later  Ham 
or  Cronus  II.,  the  ancestor  of  the  Egyptians  and  Canaanites, 
supplanted  his  father  as  absolute  and  universal  ancestor, 
leaving  to  Noah,  between  the  race  of  Cain  above  and  the 
race  of  Ham  below  the  Flood,  only  that  character  of  the  un- 
natural father,  which  had  formerly  belonged  to  Uranus. 
The  germ  of  this  is  perhaps  traceable  in  Sanchoniathon,  who 
makes  Kpovot  a suspect  his  brother  and  his  children,  and  slay 
some  of  them  “so  as  to  astound  the  Gods.”  Hut  in  the  form 
in  which  the  Greeks  received  and  preserved  it  this  idea  is 
expanded,  and  becomes  the  most  important  part  of  the  myth, 
Cronus  II.,  or  Zeus,  i.  e.  Ham,  'Ajiovv  of  the  Egyptians,  de- 
throning his  real  father  Cronus  I.  or  Noah,  just  as  Cronus  I. 
before  him  had  dethroned  his  mythical  father  Uranus.  And 
so  elastic  is  the  character  of  the  mythical  ancestor,  that  he  is 
equally  capable  of  taking  up  into  himself  what  is  historically 
later,  or  running  back  himself  into  what  is  historically  older. 
Thus  in  Sanchoniathon  even  Cronus  I.  (before  Ham  has  dis- 
tinctly supplanted  him),  the  first  ancestor  and  great  god  of 
the  Egyptians  and  Phoenicians,  is  made  to  be  one  with  Abra- 
ham, and,  by  a confusion  of  Abraham  with  Israel,  even  with 
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Jacob,  sacrificing  his  only  son  ’IeooS  (i.  c.  ' Ayairrjrov),  after 
the  fashion  of  later  Phoenician  kings,  to  his  father  Uranus, 
and  circumcising  himself  and  his  family.  And  yet  again  the 
son  of  this  Cronus,  Cronus  II.  or  Ham,  a little  later  is 
carried  back  and  identified  with  Uranus  and  Elioun,  i.  e. 
with  antediluvian  Man,  and  with  Adam  himself:  and  Osiris 
his  son,  the  father  of  Thoth,  having  been  put  up  into  the 
place  vacated  by  his  father,  becomes  by  his  father’s  elevation 
to  the  head  of  the  antediluvian  world,  the  first  brother  (i.  e. 
Abel)  who  was  slain,  of  the  three  brothers  the  sons  of 
Adam.  And  the  idea  of  Humanity  slain  by  its  enemy  having 
once  been  attached  to  the  name  of  Osiris  as  son  of  Cronus 
and  brother  of  Typhon,  it  followed  lastly,  since  Humanity  had 
already  been  slain  in  the  father  before  it  was  slain  in  a son, 
and  by  an  enemy  not  human  before  it  was  slain  by  a literal 
brother,  to  exalt  Osiris,  in  virtue  of  his  connection  with 
Humanity  as  slain,  to  be  himself  the  protoplast,  and  so  iden- 
tical with  Cronus  himself,  and  the  source  with  his  consort 
Isis  of  that  personification  of  Heaven  and  Earth,  Seb  and 
Nutpe,  of  which  Osiris  with  his  two  brothers  Typhon  and 
Horus,  or  with  his  brother  Typhon,  is  ordinarily  in  the  later 
mythology  named  the  son. 

When  the  vm  Demigods  of  the  Chronicle,  instead  of 
being  each  one  of  them  by  himself  a dynasty,  like  the  XIII 
Gods  preceding,  are  put  all  of  them  into  one  dynasty,  XV, 
this,  as  has  been  noticed  above,  is  so  arranged,  in  order  to 
suit  the  short  space  of  217  years,  into  which  they  are  all 
compressed  by  reckoning  all  the  time  of  their  survival,  and 
158  years  more,  to  the  XIII  antediluvian  Gods.  Else,  if  the 
viii  had  had  the  whole  space  they  really  cover  allowed 
them,  viz.  (658  + 217  = ) 875  years,  with  an  average  of 
109i  years  each,  they  might  have  claimed  to  be  each  one 
of  them  a dynasty  by  himself,  with  almost  as  much  reason  as 
the  XIII  Gods  preceding. 

The  443  years  “ of  the  Cycle  ” having  no  place  chronolo- 
gically where  they  stand,  it  would  be  needless  to  mention 
them  again  here,  were  it  not  that  they  arc  also  described  as 
fifteen  generations,  and  so  seem  to  add  fifteen  to  the  series  of 
human  generations  from  Cronus  to  Ncctanebo.  But  in 
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truth  they  are  not  to  be  reckoned  any  more  than  that  “ gene- 
ration” of  the  Sun-God  which  stands  first  of  all.  These 
fifteen  generations  share  the  nature  of  the  443  years  to  which 
they  belong.  It  is  only  to  give  this  space  of  time  thrown 
up  a certain  similarity  to  the  rest  above  and  below  it,  that  it 
is  thus  distributed  into  fifteen  generations  at  29£  years  each, 
the  generations  being,  like  the  years  themselves,  merely  no- 
minal, and  at  the  epoch  of  the  Chronicle  as  yet  future.  And 
if  those  who  have  been  misled  by  these  generations  had  been 
more  attentive,  they  might  have  seen  in  the  very  fact  that 
these  alone  out  of  all  the  exm  are  neither  indicated  to  be 
reign*,  nor  referred  to  any  one  of  the  XXX  Dynasties,  a hint 
of  their  real  nature,  over  and  above  that  direct  information 
which  is  given  respecting  them,  when  they  arc  described  as 
years  or  generations  “ of  the  Sothic  Cycle.” 

So  then  in  all,  before  the  commencement  of  the  monarchy, 
we  have  XV  dynasties,  one  of  the  Sun-god,  XTII  of  as  many 
antediluvian  patriarchs  called  Gods,  and  the  fifteenth  of  vm 
postdiluvian  Demigods  ; and  37  generations,  from  which  one 
of  the  Sun -god  and  15  merely  nominal  being  subtracted,  the 
remaining  21  are  human,  covering(2922  + 217  = ) 3139  vague 
years  of  Egyptian  reckoning,  from  the  beginning  to  Menes. 

To  come  at  last  to  that  part  of  the  Chronicle  which  gives, 
in  xv  more  dynasties  and  76  generations  or  reigns,  the  1881 
(vague)  years  of  the  monarchy  from  Menes  to  Nectanebo: — 
Its  essential  idea  requiring  the  exhibition  of  a certain  con- 
tinuous space  of  time,  and  nothing  more,  it  would  necessarily 
in  its  dynasties  and  generations  or  reigns,  whether  of  Gods, 
Demigods,  or  Kings,  be  strictly  successive : and  having  once 
exhibited  that  succession  of  time  which  it  needed,  it  would 
be  little  likely  to  touch  parenthetically  on  any  of  those 
historical  details  which  were  foreign  to  its  purpose.  Thus, 
if  it  were  the  case  in  early  times  in  Egypt,  as  in  other  neigh- 
bouring countries,  that  there  were  a number  of  kings  at  once 
reigning  in  different  parts,  in  Lower,  Middle,  and  Upper 
Egypt  (and  we  have  the  express  testimony  of  Manetho  and 
of  others  that  this  was  so),  the  author  of  the  Chronicle 
would  have  for  those  early  times  to  make  out  his  consecutive 
series  either  from  the  kings  of  some  one  Egyptian  kingdom, 
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or  from  those  of  a number  of  dynasties  which  successively 
obtained  pre-eminence.  And  in  doing  this,  if  he  did  not 
find  ready  to  his  hand  at  every  time  a distinct  and  recognised 
supremacy  of  one  kingdom  over  the  rest,  he  would  have  to 
elect;  and  if  it  should  have  happened  that  the  chief  sove- 
reignty during  any  space  of  time  attached  rather  to  personal 
character  than  to  any  one  family  or  local  capital,  he  would 
for  this  space  of  time  be  obliged,  perhaps,  to  put  together 
into  one  dynasty  of  his  own  a succession  of  kings  not  be- 
longing to  the  same  family  or  capital,  nor  occurring  together 
as  one  series  elsewhere.  On  the  other  hand,  as  it  was  clearly 
irrelevant  to  his  purpose  either  to  exaggerate  or  curtail  the 
times  of  the  monarchy  or  its  subdivisions ; and  the  details  of 
history,  even  so  far  as  they  were  unavoidably  alluded  to, 
were  only  incidentally  connected  with  his  purpose ; we  have 
no  reason  to  suspect  his  estimate  of  the  antiquity  of  the 
monarchy,  whether  always  united  from  the  first,  or  in  early 
times  subdivided ; unless,  indeed,  there  be  any  thing  to  throw 
a doubt  cither  on  his  personal  ability  or  means  of  informa- 
tion. On  the  contrary,  when  any  native  author,  such  as 
Manetho  or  Berosus,  makes  the  national  history  his  professed 
subject,  and  offers  it  to  the  notice  of  foreigners,  it  is  to  be 
expected  that  he  will  exaggerate  rather  than  curtail  the  pre- 
tensions of  his  nation  both  to  antiquity  and  to  every  other 
pre-eminence  worthy  of  ndmiration. 

In  the  list  of  xv  dynasties  of  kings  made  out  by  the  author 
of  the  Chronicle,  on  the  principle  above  stated,  each  dynasty 
is  designated  from  the  capital  or  nationality  of  its  kings,  and 
has  added  to  this  designation  the  number  of  its  generations 
(not  necessarily  identical  with  that  of  its  actual  reigns  as 
known  from  other  sources),  and  lastly  the  sum  of  its  dura- 
tion stated  in  complete  years.  Such,  at  least,  is  the  form  in 
which  it  has  reached  us.  Only  it  is  remarkable  that  one 
dynasty  of  the  xv,  numbered  as  XXVII,  is  altogether  ano- 
nymous, and  is  named  merely  to  be  coupled  with  that  of  the 
Persians,  and  to  be  passed  over  without  specifying  either  the 
capital  or  nationality  of  its  kings,  the  number  of  its  genera- 
tions, or  the  sum  of  its  years.  The  sum  of  its  years,  indeed, 
1 84,  it  is  easy  to  supply  from  the  total  sums  of  36,525  for  the 
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avoKarcurraais,  and  1881  for  the  monarchy  ; and  the  number 
of  its  generations  would  have  been  recoverable  with  equal 
ease  and  certainty  from  the  sum  total  of  cxm,  but  for  the 
accident  that  the  number  of  generations  is  wanting  not  only 
to  this  one  dynasty,  but  also  to  another,  XXIX,  from  which 
it  has  dropped  out  probably  by  mere  accident.  So  that  all 
we  can  collect  for  certain  in  the  first  instance  is,  that  the 
generations  of  the  two  dynasties  XXVII  and  XXIX  are 
together  seven.  Further,  it  is  noticeable  that  the  average 
length  of  the  generations  in  the  xv  dynasties  is  by  no 
means  uniform,  but  of  mixed  and  artificial  adjustment,  so 
as  neither  to  represent  the  number  of  actual  kings  when 
there  chanced  to  be  any  very  short  reigns,  nor,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  add  kings  when  the  reigns  were  really  long,  merely 
to  prevent  long  reigns,  or  years  of  anarchy  or  usurpation 
thrown  in,  affecting  the  average.  Thus,  in  Dynasty  XXVIII 
of  Persians,  where  Manetho  names  vih  kings,  the  Chroni- 
cle, like  the  Canon  of  Ptolemy,  has  only  v generations: 
and  though  none  are  named,  it  manifestly  alludes  to  the 
five  kings  Cambyses,  Darius,  Xerxes,  Artaxerxes,  and 
Nothus,  consolidating  with  theirs  the  short  reigns  of  the  false 
Smerdis,  Artabanus,  Xerxes  II.,  and  Sogdianus.  So  too 
usurpers,  queens,  regents,  and  even  collaterals,  who  reigned 
without  being  distinct  generations,  may  sometimes  be 
omitted.  Another  cause  affecting  the  average  length  of 
the  reigns  in  different  dynasties  is  this,  that  years  of  con- 
fusion, or  of  a doubtful  character,  are  added  sometimes  to 
that  dynasty  to  which  they  chronologically  adhere.  So  the 
time  of  anarchy  or  dodecarchy,  or  continuance  of  Ethiopian 
influence,  (for  Herodotus  gives  his  Ethiopian  “ above  50 
years,”)  is  manifestly  prefixed  to  the  Memphitico-Saite 
Dynasty  XXVI,  founded  by  Psammitichus  I. 

Without  closer  inquiry  into  the  causes  affecting  its  vari- 
ations, the  average  length  of  reigns  or  generations,  as  it  stands 
in  each  dynasty,  is  as  follows:  In  Dyn.  XVI,  8 generations  in 
190  years  have  33f  years  each ; in  XVII,  4 in  103  have  25  j ; 
in  XVIII 14  in  348, have  25;  in XIX, 5 in  194  have  39  years 
each;  in  XX,  8 in  228  have  28£  each;  in  XXI,  6 in  121 
have  20  each;  in  XXII,  3 in  48  have  16  each ; in  XXIII, 
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2 in  19  have  9^  each ; in  XXIV,  3 in  44  have  14*  each; 
in  XXV,  3 in 44  have  14f  each;  in  XXVI, 7 in  177  have  25* 
each ; in  XXVII,  4 (as  we  conjecturally  supply)  in  184  have 
46  each;  in  XXVIII,  5 in  124  have  25  each;  in  XXIX, 

3 (as  we  conjecturally  restore)  in  39  have  13 ; and  lastly, 
in  XXX,  one  generation  has  18  years.  Or,  if  any  one 
rather  suppose  that  the  anonymous  Dynasty  XXVII  has  5 or 
6 generations,  with  an  average  of  37  or  30f  years,  he  must 
give  Dyn.  XXIX  2 generations  with  19J  years  each,  or  only 
one  with  39  years.  Putting  all  the  xv  dynasties  together, 
the  76  generations  of  kings  from  Mencs  to  Nectanebo  have 
one  with  another  in  1881  years  an  average  of  24*  each. 

But  we  have  still  to  inquire  what  may  be  the  proper 
local  or  national  designation  of  the  anonymous  Dynasty 
XXVII?  and  further,  what  may  be  its  true  place?  for  the 
Memphitico-Saite  dynasty  preceding,  and  the  Persian  follow- 
ing it,  belong  both  of  them  to  times  during  which  Egypt 
was  known  to  the  Greeks ; and  manifestly  there  is  no  room 
for  any  dynasty  at  all,  still  less  for  one  with  184  years,  either 
between  Dyn.  XXVI  and  the  Persians,  or  between  the  Per- 
sians and  Dyn.  XXIX.  So  Dyn.  XXVII  has  either  been 
stripped  of  all  particulars  and  misplaced  by  a complication  of 
accidents,  or  it  has  been  made  anonymous  and  all  but 
suppressed,  and  couplet!  with  the  dynasty  of  the  Persian 
fire-worshippers,  under  whom  Egypt  had  suffered  so  much, 
and  whom  the  Macedonians  had  overthrown,  purposely. 
That  this  last  is  really  the  case  we  cannot  doubt,  when 
we  reflect  that  Dyn.  XVIII  is  known  to  have  been 
preceded  by  a dynasty  of  “ strangers,"  Shepherds,  who  ac- 
cording to  Manetho  “ took  Memphis,  made  both  Upper  and 
Lower  Egypt  tributary,  and  held  the  native  kings  in  their 
hands ; ” while,  according  to  Herodotus,  the  memory  of  those 
Memphite  kings  who  were  contemporaries  and  vassals  of  the 
Shepherds  was  so  odious  to  the  later  Egyptians,  that  they 
did  not  willingly  so  much  as  name  them.  And  Josephus, 
quoting  not  from  Mime t ho  as  re-edited  by  others,  but  from 
the  original  Manetho  himself,  gives  us  six  Shepherd  kings, 
with  their  names  and  years,  as  immediately  preceding  in 
Manetho  another  scries  identifiable  with  Dynasties  XVIII 
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and  XIX  of  the  Chronicle.  Dyn.  XXVII  then  of  the 
Chronicle  is  to  be  put  up  to  its  true  place  between  XVII 
nnd  XVIII,  and  filled  up  thus:  “'Eir«To*f'  [which  properly, 
however,  should  have  been  «;']  Svvacrreia  rioipjptov  [IlaXat- 
arivtov,  ’ A pd/3iov,  or  d’oo'Uan']  ^tvoxv  fiaai\Jco v,  yevtav  S',  frail' 
pirZ'.”  It  is  true  that  Josephus,  as  has  just  been  said,  gives 
from  Manetho  not  4 but  6 kings,  who  are  not  at  all  too 
many  for  184  years  (they  have  according  to  Manetho 
259.10“.);  and  we  Anew  that  in  other  dynasties,  as  in  XVI, 
Manetho  has  preserved  the  true  number  of  kings,  while 
adding  to  their  years,  so  as  to  justify  a suspicion  that  here 
also  his  6 kings  may  be  the  true  number,  and  his  sum  of 
259.10“.  for  their  years  an  exaggeration.  But  on  the  other 
hand  Manetho  has  4 kings  for  only  a part  (20  or  21  years) 
of  the  39  years  of  Dyn.  XXIX ; and  only  one  of  these  4 
has  so  short  a reign  as  would  certainly  be  suppressed  in  the 
Chronicle ; while  it  is  highly  probable  that  the  Shepherds, 
if  really  strangers,  may  have  settled  in  the  Delta  some  time 
before  they  “ took  Memphis  ” and  became  lords  paramount 
of  all  Egypt : and  their  kings  seem,  from  other  indications, 
to  have  been  longlived.  So  it  may  be  safest  to  leave  both 
the  names  and  the  figures  of  Manetho  as  they  stand  in 
Josephus,  only  borrowing  from  them  the  last  184  years 
of  the  last  four  of  the  six  reigns,  to  form  Dynasty  XXVII  of 
the  Chronicle. 

Having  thus  restored  and  filled  up  the  dynasties,  we  may 
consider  their  general  order  and  designations,  noticing  first, 
that  the  Chronicle  seems  to  describe  all  the  native  dynasties 
from  their  capitals,  naming  not  always  the  city  with  which 
any  family  of  kings  was  directly  connected  by  origin,  or 
which  they  preferred  to  be  their  personal  residence,  but 
rather  that  one  of  the  most  ancient  and  permanent  capitals 
of  Lower,  Middle,  or  Upper  Egypt,  with  which  their  own 
city,  if  different,  was  more  naturally  connected.  In  this 
way  the  author,  speaking  generally,  recognises  only  three 
great  capitals,  viz.  those  of  Tanis,  Memphis,  and  Thebes : 
and  in  introducing  these  three,  he  seems  to  follow  a certain 
order  of  historical  succession.  The  monarchy,  according  to 
the  Chronicle,  begins  not  from  any  inconsiderable  place  in 
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Upper  Egypt,  exhibiting  no  traces  of  having  ever  been  a 
capital,  nor  from  the  unexplained  migration  of  some  citizen 
of  such  a place  to  found  the  first  dynasty  in  Lower  Egypt, 
and  reign  with  his  successors  in  a capital  from  which  they 
are  not  named ; but  it  begins  from  Tanis,  the  Zoan  of 
Sacred  Scripture,  in  the  Delta,  a city  which  still  in  the  time 
of  the  Romans  showed  traces  of  its  ancient  greatness.  And 
with  this  the  notices  of  Sacred  Scripture  agree,  recording 
in  the  history  of  Abram  how  Hebron,  where  he  found  the 
children  of  Ilcth,  had  been  built  somewhat  earlier,  “ nine 
years  before  Zoan  in  Egypt,”  as  if  Zoan  were  then  the 
Egyptian  city  of  most  note  for  power  and  antiquity. 
And  even  so  late  as  the  time  of  Moses,  under  the  first  kings 
of  Dyn.  XVIII,  the  miracles  preceding  the  Exodus  are  con- 
nected, not  with  Memphis,  still  less  with  Thebes ; but  with 
“ the  land  of  Zoan,”  and  “ the  field  of  Zoan.”  And  even 
Manctho  himself,  whose  designation  of  Menes  as  Ssvirrjt, 
SeiviTi)s,  or  &eeivtTr)s  (possibly  a purposed  variation  from 
T aviTijs),  has  led  all  later  writers  into  error  on  this  important 
point,  goes  much  further  by  the  details  which  he  relates  to 
show  that  the  Egyptian  monarchy  began  from  Tanis,  if 
we  are  to  choose  between  Tanis  and  This  (Teni,)  than 
any  mere  name,  even  if  This  were  ever  so  clearly  and 
uniformly  written  from  the  first,  could  go  towards  proving 
the  contrary.  For  after  Menes,  who,  according  to  Hero- 
dotus, founded  Memphis,  Manetho  relates  of  the  second 
king  of  his  first  dynasty  of  Thinites,  Athothis,  that  he 
built  the  palace  there,  and  of  the  fourth  king,  that  he 
began  the  earliest  of  the  pyramids  at  (Ka-khem  ?) 

which  is  intelligible  enough  if  the  development  of  Egypt 
was  from  the  north  southwards ; the  first  offshoot  from  Tanis 
being  Heliopolis,  on  the  same  eastern  side  of  the  Nile,  then 
Memphis  growing  up  as  its  cemetery  on  the  opposite  western 
side,  and  precisely  for  that  reason  because  it  was  to  the  west, 
under  the  Libyan  hill.  There  being  neither  rocks  nor 
quarries  about  Tanis,  to  move  up  to  the  vicinity  of  Heliopolis 
and  Memphis,  where  they  had  both  the  mountain  on  the 
eastern  side  for  quarrying,  and  the  desert  sand  and  hill  on 
the  west  side  for  burial,  was  natural:  and  so  the  earliest  kings 
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having  built  only  with  bricks  of  earth,  a later  king  may  have 
“introduced  the  use  of  squared  stones.”  But,  if  they  had  been 
reigning  at  This  or  Abydos  from  the  first,  it  is  inconceivable 
that  they  should  have  moved  down  to  the  vicinity  of  Mem- 
phis to  seek  a place  either  for  their  quarries  or  their  tombs. 
Again,  under  a very  early  king,  Boethos  or  Bochos,  second 
of  his  second  dynasty  of  Thinites,  Manetho  records  the 
deification  of  the  bulls  Apis  and  Mnevis  of  Memphis  and 
Heliopolis,  and  of  the  goat  of  Mendcs ; and  the  opening  of 
a chasm  by  an  earthquake  near  Bubastis,  these  four  places 
being  all  within  the  same  part  of  Egypt  with  the  capital,  if 
Tanis  were  then  the  capital,  but  quite  remote  from  This  or 
Abydos.  And  the  Phcenician  Sanchoniathon,  as  we  have  seen, 
relates  that  Cronus,  i.  e.  Ham,  “going  southwards”  (from 
Phoenicia),  “gave  Egypt  to  Thoth,  the  son  of  Misor,  to  be  his 
kingdom,”  hinting  plainly  that  its  settlement  and  the  origin  of 
its  monarchy  was  from  the  north.  So  strong,  indeed,  are  the 
indications  from  on  all  sides,  that  even  they  who  persist  in 
making  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle,  and  I and  II  of  the  Ma- 
netho of  Africanus  and  Eusebius,  to  be  Thinite,  explain  away 
their  own  supposition  by  allowing  that  the  capital  of  all  these 
early  kings  was  in  lower  Egypt : only,  they  say,  it  is  possible 
that  Menes,  and  in  him  his  successors,  were  by  family  origin 
from  This.  But  the  Chronicle  certainly  does  not  name  its 
dynasties  from  the  origin  of  individuals,  nor  even  from  the 
favourite  residences  or  birth-places  of  their  kings ; but 
beginning  from  Tanis  in  the  north  it  moves  southwards  in  its 
second  dynasty  of  kings  (Dyn.  XVII)  to  Memphis:  and 
even  its  fourth,  Dynasty  XVIII  (the  shepherds  of  XXVII 
being  the  third),  is  still  called  “ Memphite,”  no  doubt  for 
some  reason  allowable  in  the  eyes  of  a native  of  Lower 
Egypt,  though  it  is  more  commonly  and  more  properly  called 
Diospolite ; while  the  Memphite  priests  who  conversed  with 
Herodotus  thought  they  had  some  pretext  for  ignoring  it 
altogether  as  Ethiopian ; an  astonishing  hint  of  the  depth  and 
tenacity  of  the  jealousies  subsisting  between  the  ancient 
capitals  ages  after  they  had  both  been  to  a great  extent  sup- 
planted by  other  cities.  Dynasties  XIX  and  XX  are  in  the 
Chronicle  Diospolitan.  In  XXI  the  kings  are  again  from 
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Lower  Egypt ; and  though  we  know  from  other  sources  that 
they  really  made  Bubastis  their  chief  residence  and  capital, 
and  left  there  their  chief  monuments,  the  dynasty  is  named 
in  the  Chronicle  Tanite,  from  Tunis,  the  elder  capital  of  that 
part  of  Egypt  to  which  Bubastis  belonged.  In  like  manner 
Dynasties  XXII,  XXIX,  nnd  XXX,  are  all  named 
Tanite,  though  there  may  have  been  some  family  connection 
of  the  kings  of  XXIX  with  Mendes,  and  of  XXX  with 
Sebennys,  so  as  to  afford  later  writers,  such  as  Manetho  the 
Sebennyte,  and  Ptolemy  the  Mendesian,  some  colour  for 
complimenting  their  native  cities  by  giving  titles  from  them 
to  the  last  two  dynasties.  Sais  being  on  the  western  arm 
of  the  Nile,  the  kings  of  Dynasty  XXVI  of  the  Chronicle, 
nidisputably  Saitos  by  origin,  residence,  and  burial,  are 
named  by  it  Memphites ; and  undoubtedly  Memphis  under 
them,  as  Tania  under  the  Bubastites,  retained  its  ancient 
honour  and  titular  primacy ; and  they  left  monuments,  as  is 
related  by  Herodotus,  no  less  at  Memphis  than  at  Sais.  The 
only  exception  to  his  general  method  of  designating  the 
dynasties  admitted  by  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  is  in  the 
case  of  Dyn.  XXIV,  which  he  names  from  the  personal 
connection  of  its  kings,  Saite  ; but  his  special  motive  for 
doing  this  is  discernible.  It  is  a feeling  like  that  which 
made  him  all  but  suppress  the  dynasty  of  the  Shepherds : for 
Bocchoris,  who  lost  miserably  his  kingdom  and  his  life,  being 
burned  alive  by  the  Ethiopian  Sabaco,  could  do  no  credit  to 
any  of  the  ancient  capitals : it  was  better,  therefore,  to  con- 
fine such  a reign  and  family  to  its  own  local  origin  and 
connection. 

Of  the  40  years  between  Nectanebo  and  the  LagidaB  and 
the  443  between  B c.  305  and  a.p.  139  thrown  up;  of  the 
reasons  for  throwing  them  up  not  in  one  sum  but  separately, 
indicating  the  443  years,  and  describing  them  as  belonging 
to  “ the  Cycle,”  and  as  being  (i.  e.  being  equal  to)  xv  genera- 
tions, but  neither  making  any  generation  of  the  40  nor 
distinguishing  them  at  all ; as  also  of  the  proof  that  the  in- 
terval between  Nectanebo  and  b.c.  305  is  really  intended  by 
the  author  of  the  Chronicle  to  be  40  years,  and  the  epoch 
of  the  conquest  by  Ochus  to  be  B.c.  345,  enough  has  been 
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faid  above.  It  has  also  been  noticed  how  the  prcsenoe  of  an 
addition  of  precisely  40  years  in  the  years  reckoned  to  the 
XIII  Gods  by  the  Chronicle,  is  incidentally  revealed  by  the 
structure  of  that  earlier  scheme  of  the  aTroKardcrraois,  which 
made  24  cycles  of  month-years  out  of  two  of  full,  and  ended 
its  25th  cycle  at  B.c.  1322.  To  these  topics  then  we  need 
not  return  in  detail.  But,  as  the  result  and  conclusion  of 
this  whole  examination  of  the  Chronicle,  we  shall  apply  the 
Egyptian  scale  of  the  Chronicle  to  that  sacred  scale  which 
we  have  obtained  from  the  Scriptures  and  Josephus,  so 
that  the  true  expiration  of  the  443  years  of  the  twenty-fifth 
cycle,  and  the  end  of  the  last  day  of  the  epagomense  of  tho 
Egyptian  vague  year,  may  coincide  with  some  {>oint  in  the 
morning  of  July  20  of  the  Julian  year  after  Christ  139,  ac- 
cording to  the  vulgar  era.  Then,  reducing  the  Egyptian  vague 
years  to  Julian  by  marking  the  first  of  Thoth  one  day  later 
in  the  Julian  calendar  every  fourth  year  as  we  go  backward, 
and  having  thus  gone  up  with  a joint  synchronistic  reckoning 
in  terms  of  the  Julian  calendar  from  A.D.  139,  B.C.  305,  and 
B.C.  345,  to  Thoth  1,  coinciding  with  April  24,  in  the  Julian 
year  b.c.  5355,  we  shall  then  add,  for  convenience,  to  our 
sacred  scale  those  6 years  by  which  the  Egyptian  scale  seems 
to  exceed  the  sum  of  Josephus,  and  to  agree  with  that  of 
the  LXX.  for  the  time  before  the  Flood.  Thus  our  sacred 
reckoning,  instead  of  falling  short  of  the  head  of  the  Egyp- 
tian by  5 years  and  some  4 months,  will  accompany  the 
Egyptian  up  to  its  head  at  Thoth  1,  coinciding  with  April 
26,  in  the  Julian  year  B.c.  5361,  and  rise  some  8 months 
higher  to  the  autumn  preceding,  in  B.c.  5362,  these  8 months 
being  a fraction  cut  off  by  the  Egyptians  in  order  to  begin 
w ith  the  first  day  of  their  vague  year.  This  being  done,  we 
may  re-descend  the  combined  scale  from  April  26,  B.c.  5361, 
noticing  as  we  go  the  more  important  dates  and  synchronisms, 
which  will  come  out  as  follows  : — 

First,  instead  of  the  true  date  of  the  end  of  the  year  of 
the  Flood,  in  Sept  B.c.  3100,  or  of  the  last  survivor  of  the 
patriarchs  born  before  the  Flood  (in  B.c.  2600),  or  that  of  tho 
Dispersion,  or  of  the  Settlement  of  Egypt,  being  marked, 
2920  Julian  years,  a space  equal  to  two  Sotliic  cycles,  are 
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given  by  the  Egyptians  to  the  XIII  Gods,  in  faint  allusion 
to  the  old  world,  which  so  is  prolonged  to  April  26,  b.c. 
2441,  658  years  and  nearly  8 months  after  the  completion  of 
the  year  of  the  Flood;  158  years  and  8 months  after  the 
death  of  Shem ; and  80  years  before  the  death  of  Peleg. 

Next,  217  years  only  from  the  above  date  (but  875  from 
the  end  of  the  Flood),  being  given  to  mi  postdiluvian 
generations  of  Demigods,  the  head  of  the  Egyptian  monarchy 
appears  with  Mcnes,  at  March  3,  b.c.  2224,  in  the  876th 
year  after  the  year  of  the  Flood,  65  years  nearly  before  the 
birth  of  Abraham,  whose  75th  year  will  end  two  months  after 
the  140th  of  the  Tanite  Dynasty  XVI  of  the  Chronicle, 
(which  ends  Jan.  27,  B.c.  2084,)  and  the  birth  of  Isaac  will 
be  in  the  beginning  of  its  165th  year,  b.c.  2059. 

The  birth  of  Jacob,  in  b.c.  1999,  will  be  in  the  beginning 
of  the  36th  year  of  the  Memphite  Dynasty  XVII  of  the 
Chronicle;  the  sale  of  Joseph,  then  aged  17,  to  Petcphra 
(i.e.  beloved  by  Ra,  the  god  of  Heliopolis),  in  b.c.  1891, 
will  be  early  in  the  41st  year  of  Dynasty  XXVII  of  the 
Shepherds  ; his  exaltation  when  aged  30,  in  b.c.  1878,  will  be 
early  in  its  54th  ; his  reception  of  his  father  and  brethren, 
b.c.  1869  (Jacob  being  then  130  years  old),  will  be  in  its 
63rd ; and  the  death  of  Joseph,  B.c.  1798,  in  its  134th.  The 
commencement  of  Dynasty  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle,  which  it 
designates  as  Memphite,  but  which  others  call  Theban,  and 
even  Ethiopian,  when  “another  king  arose  who  had  not  known 
Joseph,”  appears  at  Nov.  4,  b.c.  1748,  50  years  and  about  7 
months  after  Joseph’s  death.  The  birth  of  Moses,  3 years 
after  that  of  Aaron,  is  in  the  14th  year  of  this  dynasty,  B.C. 
1734;  his  flight  from  Egypt  in  its  54th,  B.C.  1694;  his 
mission  from  the  burning  bush  on  mount  Sinai  at  the  end 
of  its  93rd,  i.e.  on  or  after  Nov,  12,  b.c.  1655;  and  the 
Exodus  in  its  94th,  at  the  passover  of  B.c.  1654  ; the  death  of 
Moses  in  its  134th,  B.C.  1614;  that  of  Joshua  in  its  159th, 
b.c.  1589  ; the  death  of  the  last  of  the  Elders  who  outlived 
Joshua  in  its  169th,  b.c.  1579.  So  the  8 years  of  the  first 
servitude  under  Cushan-Rishathaim,  king  of  the  “ Shasoo  ” of 
Arabia,  and  of  Mesopotamia,  lie  between  the  169th  and 
177th  years  of  Dynasty  XVIII,  b.c.  1579,  and  b.c.  1571; 
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the  40  of  Othnicl  reach  to  its  217th  in  B.C.  1531 ; the  18 
years  of  servitude  under  Eglon,  king  of  Moab,  are  from  its 
217th  to  its  235th,  B.c.  1531  to  1513;  the  80  of  Ehud 
and  Shamgar  are  from  its  235th  to  its  315th,  b.c.  1513  to 
B.c.  1433;  the  20  of  servitude  to  Jabin,  king  of  Canaan, 
are  from  its  315th  to  its  335th,  B.c.  1433  to  1413.  In  the 
14th  of  Deborah,  Aug.  19,  B.C.  1400,  we  find  the  commence- 
ment of  a new  dynasty  of  the  Chronicle,  viz.  XIX,  the  first 
which  it  names  Diospolite.  The  7 years  of  servitude  to  Midian 
begin  in  the  27  th,  and  end  in  the  34th  of  this  dynasty,  B.C. 
1373  to  1366.  The  40  of  Gideon  end  in  its  74th,  B.c.  1326  ; 
the  3 of  Abimelech  in  its  77th,  b.c.  1323.  The  epoch  of 
the  Sothic  Cycle,  July  20,  B.C.  1322,  in  the  2nd  year  of 
Tola,  is  at  the  end  of  the  78th  year  and  the  beginning  of 
the  79th  of  Dynasty  XIX;  903  vague  years,  or  902  years  and 
between  4 and  5 months  of  Julian  reckoning,  from  Mcnes; 
978  vague  years,  or  977  years  and  nearly  4 months  Julian, 
before  the  conquest  by  Darius  Oclius.  The  23rd  year  of 
Tola  ends  in  the  100th  of  Dynasty  XIX,  b.c.  1300.  The  22 
years  of  Jair  end  in  its  122nd,  b.c.  1278  ; the  18  of  servi- 
tude to  the  Ammonites  end  in  its  140th,  B.C.  1260;  the  6 
of  Jephthah  in  its  146th,  b.c.  1254;  the  7 of  Ibzan  in  its 
153rd,  B.C.  1247 ; the  10  of  Elon  in  its  163rd,  B.C.  1237 ; 
and  the  8 of  Abdon  in  its  171st,  B.c.  1229.  The  40  years 
of  the  Philistines,  which  include  the  20  of  Samson,  end  in 
the  17th  year  of  Dynasty  XX  of  the  Chronicle,  also 
Diospolite,  B.c.  1189;  the  40  of  Eli  end  in  the  57th  of  the 
same,  B.C.  1149  ; the  20  of  Samuel’s  minority  in  the  77th  of 
the  same,  B.C.  1129  ; the  32  during  which  Samuel  governed 
alone  in  the  109th  of  the  same,  b.c.  1097.  The  first  20  of 
Saul,  reigning  conjointly  with  Samuel,  end  in  the  129th 
year  of  the  same,  B.C.  1077  ; and  from  this  point  commence 
the- 490  years  of  neglect,  to  be  followed  by  70  of  penal 
desolation.  The  remaining  20  years  of  Saul,  reigning  alone, 
end  in  the  149th  of  Dynasty  XX,  B.C.  1057 ; the  7th  of 
David  in  Ilebron  ends  in  its  156th,  B.C.  1051  (so  that 
Jerusalem  was  reduced  in  the  autumn  following);  the  40th 
of  David  ends  in  its  189th,  B.C.  1017 ; and  the  4th  of  Solo- 
mon (in  which  the  Temple  was  founded)  is  completed  in  the 
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193rd  of  this  dynasty,  in  the  spring  of  B.c.  1013.  Solomon’s 
40th  year  ends  nearly  together  with  the  first  year  of  the 
Tanite  Dynasty  XXI  of  the  Chronicle  ; for  the  1st  day  of 
the  movable  Thoth  was  in  B.C.  977  at  April  25.  The  5th 
of  Rehoboam  nearly  coincides  with  the  6th  of  Dynasty  XXI, 
ending  in  the  spring  of  B.C.  972.  So  then  the  first  king  of 
Dynasty  XXI  is  apparently  the  Shishak  or  'Zovcra.KSifi,  to 
whom  Jeroboam  fled  before  the  death  of  Solomon  (the  expres- 
sion in  the  LXX.  may  imply  that  this  was  only  just  before  the 
death  of  Solomon),  and  who  took  Jerusalem  in  the  5th  year 
of  Rehoboam.  But  if  any  one  think  that  the  words  of  Scrip- 
ture imply  that  Jeroboam  fled  into  Egypt  before  the  last  year 
of  Solomon’s  reign,  he  may  consider  that,  even  if  this  were 
so,  it  is  not  necessary  to  suppose  that  the  epoch  at  which  the 
Chronicle  puts  the  commencement  of  its  Dynasty  XXI  is  also 
that  of  the  first  accession  of  its  first  king,  supposing  him  to 
be  the  Shishak  of  the  Scriptures.  It  is  possible  that  there 
may  have  been  about  this  time  two  royal  houses,  one  of 
Diospolites  in  Upper  Egypt,  and  one  of  Tanites  in  the  Delta; 
and  that  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  puts  the  commence- 
ment of  a new  Tanite  dynasty  only  at  B.C.  978,  and  no 
higher,  because  it  was  then  only  that  the  Tanite  family, 
which  may  have  been  independent,  or  only  nominally  de- 
pendent on  the  Theban  kings,  for  some  time  before,  became 
the  undisputed  sovereigns  of  Upper  Egypt,  also, and  of  Thebes, 
where  the  reduction  of  Judtca  by  Shishonk  I.  is  still  seen  re- 
corded on  the  walls  of  the  great  temple  of  Karnak.  In  this 
case  this  same  Shishonk  of  the  Theban  temple,  nay,  and 
even  his  father  or  fathers  before  him,  may  have  been  reigning 
at  Tanis  or  Bubastis  many  years  before  the  death  of  Solo- 
mon, whose  Egyptian  queen  may  have  been  of  the  Diospolite 
family,  then  declining,  and  seeking  to  strengthen  itself;  while 
Hadad  and  Jeroboam  may  have  fled  to  the  Tanite  princes  of 
the  Delta : and  not  only  the  name  Shishonk,  but  that  of 
Talipenes,  the  queen,  whose  sister  was  given  in  marriage  to 
Hadad  some  20  years  perhaps  before  the  death  of  Solomon, 
may  be  thought  to  look  the  same  way.  But  to  return: 
Dynasty  XXII  of  the  Chronicle,  also  of  Tanites,  begins 
March  26,  n.c.  857,  and  ends  March  15,  b.c.  809;  Dynasty 
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XXIII  of  Diospolites  ends  March  9,  b.c.  790;  Dynasty 

XXIV  of  Saites  ends  Feb.  26,  b.c.  746.  The  capture  of 
Samaria,  256  years  after  the  accession  of  Rehoboam,  early 
in  the  6th  of  Hezekiah,  will  be  in  B.C.  721,  after  the  end  of 
the  25th  year  of  the  Ethiopian  Dynasty  XXV  of  the  Chro* 
nicle ; and  the  14th  of  Hezekiah  will  be  still  current  at  the 
end  of  its  34th  year,  in  the  spring  of  n.c.  712.  So  then  the 
“ king  of  Egypt  ” called  Soxi,  Sua,  or  'S.Tjyatp,  in  the  Book  of 
Kings,  who  was  reigning  somewhat  earlier  than  the  spring 
of  B.C.  724,  and  another  called  Tirhakah,  Tapaxos,  “ king  of 
Ethiopia,”  who  was  reigning  in  the  14th  of  Hezekiah,  are 
put  by  the  Scriptures  within  the  space  of  this  Ethiopian 
dynasty,  which  however  may  have  ruled  Egypt  indirectly  as 
suzerains,  if  not  directly  and  personally,  for  a longer  period 
than  44  years.  Herodotus  says  expressly  that  Sabaco 
(under  which  one  name  he  means  all  the  three  Ethiopian 
kings)  ruled  over  Egypt  for  “ 50  years.”  Nor  would  this 
be  in  contradiction  with  the  Chronicle,  the  author  of  which 
no  doubt  reduced  the  foreign  dynasty  within  the  narrowest 
limits  justifiable,  making  it  begin  from  the  actual  conquest, 
but  making  it  end,  perhaps,  as  soon  as  Tirhakah  ceased  to 
reside  personally  in  Egypt;  and  his  monuments  in  Nubia 
show  that  in  his  later  years  he  fixed  his  capital  at  Napata 
(now  Mount  Barkal),  of  which  he  was  in  a manner  the 
founder,  and  which  is  far  above  the  second  cataract 

The  177  years  of  the  “ Memphite  ” Dynasty  XXVI  of 
the  Chronicle,  which  follows  next  after  the  Ethiopians,  (Dyn. 
XXVII  of  the  Shepherds  being  to  be  restored  to  its  true 
place  above,  between  XVII  and  XVIII),  will  lie  between 
Feb.  15,  B.C.  702,  and  Jan.  2,  B.C.  525,  containing  at  its 
head  some  continuance  of  Ethiopian  supremacy,  and  a subdi- 
vision of  Egypt  between  rival  princes,  called  by  Herodotus 
a dodecarchy,  by  Diodorus  Siculus  anarchy.  Herodotus 
gives  54+  16  + 6 + 25  + 44,  in  all  145  years,  to  the  5 reigns 
of  this  dynasty  (whose  kings  made  their  personal  residence 
chiefly  at  Sms),  from  Psammitichus  I.,  who  was  really  its 
founder,  to  Araasis  inclusively.  So,  if  Herodotus  were  rightly 
informed,  the  actual  commencement  of  the  dynasty  would 
be  Feb.  8,  b.c.  670,  towards  the  end  the  27th  year  of 
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Manasseh,  32  years  later  than  its  commencement  in  the 
Chronicle ; and  these  32  years  reckoned  to  it  by  the  author 
of  the  Chronicle  would  cover  whatever  continuance  there 
was  of  Ethiopian  sovereignty,  and  the  time  of  subdivision, 
anarchy,  or  dodecarchy.  But  according  to  the  monuments 
there  seem  to  have  been  only  138  years  to  the  five  reigns, 
which  so  began  in  B.C.  663. 

In  the  95th  year  of  this  dynasty,  beginning  Jan.  23,  B.C. 
609,  112,  years  from  the  capture  of  Samaria,  we  find  the  de- 
feat and  death  of  Josiah  ; and  consequently  we  must  suppose 
a king  named  Necho,  the  Nekos  of  Herodotus,  to  have  been 
then  on  the  throne,  cither  alone,  or  perhaps  associated  with 
his  father;  for  Psammitichus,  according  to  Herodotus,  had  a 
long  reign  of  54  years.  But  if  we  reckon  up  from  Jan.  5, 
B.C.  525  with  Herodotus  (who  was  in  Egypt  about  B.C.  450, 
that  is  145  years  before  the  epoch  of  the  Chronicle),  44  years 
of  Amasis,  + 25  of  Apries, + 6 of  Psammis,4- 16  of  Nekos, 
in  all  91  years,  it  appears  that  the  16  years  of  this  king 
should  lie  between  Jan.  26,  B.C.  616,  and  Jan.  22,  B.C.  600. 
By  the  monuments,  however,  which  correct  Herodotus, 
there  are  7 years  less,  and  the  reign  of  Necho  lies  between 
B.c.  609  and  594,  so  that  the  date  of  the  death  of  Josiah 
appears  early  in  the  second  year  of  his  reign : and  the  Pro- 
phet Jeremiah  names  this  same  Necho  as  the  King  of  Egypt 
defeated  by  Nebuchadnezzar,  at  Carchemish,  3 years  and 
some  months  later,  in  the  4th  of  Jehoiakim,  b.c.  605. 

Again,  after  the  destruction  of  the  Temple,  on  the  7th 
day  of  the  5th  month,  in  the  19th  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  i.  e. 
in  B.c.  587,  and  after  the  death  of  Gedaliah,  two  months 
later,  the  remnant  of  the  Jews  are  said  to  have  fled  to 
Ilophra,  or  Apries,  king  of  Egypt.  Now  according  to  Hero- 
dotus, the  reign  of  Apries,  of  25  years,  lies  between  Jan. 
19,  b.c.  594,  and  Jan.  13,  B.c.  569 ; but  according  to  the 
monuments  it  seems  to  lie  between  Jan.  18,  b.c.  588  and 
Jan.  13, 569.  So  the  monuments  too  (as  well  as  Herodotus) 
exhibit  this  synchronism.  Of  the  lists  of  -Manetho,  and 
other  writers  later  than  the  author  of  the  Chronicle,  we 
need  say  nothing  for  the  present 

The  Persian /^'asty  XXVIII  of  the  Chronicle  begin- 
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ning  from  Jan.  2,  B.C.  525,  with  the  5th  year  of  Cambyses 
(this  year  containing  both  the  6 months  of  Psammenitus 
and  the  conquest  of  Egypt),  the  4th  of  Darius  Hystaspes. 
with  which  ended  the  70  years’  captivity,  Dec.  31,  b.c. 
518,  will  be  its  8th;  and  its  124th  and  last  will  end  Dec, 
2,  B.C.  402,  with  the  3rd  year  of  Artaxerxes  Longimanus. 
The  39  years  of  the  Tanite  Dynasty  XXIX  beginning 
thence,  will  end  Dec.  23,  B.C.  363,  after  Oehus  had  already 
reigned  2 years  in  Persia  as  associated  with  his  father. 

And,  lastly,  the  18th  of  the  Tanite  Dynasty  XXX  of  the 
Chronicle  will  end  Nov.  18,  b.c.  345,  6 years  before]  the 
murder  of  Oehus  by  Bagoas ; 9 before  the  Macedonian  acces- 
sion of  Alexander,  and  the  accession  of  Darius  Codomannus 
in  Persia ; 11  before  the  crossing  of  Alexander  into j Asia 
in  b.c.  334  ; 13  before  his  first  entry  into'.Egypt  in  B.c.  332  ; 
14  before  the  Egyptian  Era  of  Alexandria  and  the  battle  of 
Arbcla;  and,  lastly,  15  before  “the  cosmocracy  of  Alexander,” 
the  cosmocracy  being  reckoned  from  after  the  death  of 
Darius,  Nov.  14,  B.C.  330.  Also,  as  we  have  seen,  a point 
of  time  443  vague  years  above  July  20,  a.d.  139  of  the 
vulgar  era,  i.  e.  Nov.  8,  B.C.  305,  is  marked  in  the  Chronicle, 
by  the  specification  and  entry  above  of  “ 443  years  of  the 
Cycle,”  as  being  the  epoch  of  some  event  connected  with  its 
scheme ; and  this  event,  we  understand  at  once  from  the  date, 
must  be  the  assumption  of  a crown  by  the  Lagid®. 
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CHAP.  II. 

MANETHO. 

On  the  overthrow  of  the  Persian  Empire,  and  the  founda- 
tion of  the  Graeco- Syrian  and  Egyptian  kingdoms,  it  was 
natural  that  the  conquerors  should  show  some  curiosity  about 
the  antiquities  of  those  nations  with  which  their  own  race 
was  to  blend : and  under  kings  who  founded  the  library  of 
Alexandria,  and  drew  to  it  the  most  learned  men  of  Greece, 
such  as  Demetrius  Phalereus,  Eratosthenes,  and  Apollo- 
dorus,  and  caused  the  sacred  books  of  the  Jews,  settled  in 
multitudes  in  their  capital,  to  be  translated,  it  was  not  likely 
that  any  long  time  would  pass  before  some  member  of  the 
Egyptian  priesthood,  master  of  both  languages,  would  offer 
to  his  sovereign,  in  Greek,  a detailed  account  of  the  national 
religion,  philosophy,  and  history.  This  was  done  by  Ma- 
netho,  a native  of  Sebennys,  one  of  the  chief  priests  at 
Heliopolis,  who  is  said  to  have  dedicated  his  Alyirrma/ca 
(probably  about  B.c.  276)  to  Ptolemy  Philadelphus,  a little 
after  Berosus,  under  similar  circumstances  and  influences, 
had  ^dedicated  his  XaXSaiica,  in  three  books,  to  Antiochus 
0soy.  Berosus  was  advanced  in  age  when  he  wrote,  as  he 
had  lived,  according  to  his  own  account,  under  Alexander 
the  Great ; and  after  the  death  of  Alexander  he  had  travelled 
and  resided  in  Greece:  and  Manetho,  though  younger,  seems 
to  have  been  already  at  the  head  of  the  Egyptian  priesthood 
under  Ptolemy  Lagi,  if,  as  is  probable,  the  Manetho  of 
Sebennys  consulted  about  the  image  of  Pluto  brought  from 
Pontus  and  identified  with  Serapis  be  the  same  as  the  his- 
torian. ( Plutarch  De  Is.,  c.  28.)  It  is  supposed  that  Manetho 
had  the  work  of  Berosus  before  him  when  he  wrote,  (Syn- 
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eellus  says  he  wrote  Kara  fiifnjaiv  Brjpwira'ov,')  so  that  he  may 
have  borrowed  from  it,  and  may  have  made  his  own  work 
purposely  parallel  with  it,  or  counter  to  it,  in  some  details. 

Besides  being  acquainted  with  the  Chaldaica  of  Berosus, 
Manetho,  according  to  the  opinion  of  Africanus,  adopted 
by  Eusebius,  followed  to  a certain  extent  “ the  Chronicle,” 
(the  oldest  thing  of  the  kind  extant  in  the  Greek  language,) 
though  he  varied  much  from  it,  both  in  his  sums  of  years 
and  in  other  details. 

The  work  of  Manetho  established  its  author  as  the  chief 
and  most  copious  authority  on  the  subjects  of  which  he 
treated,  just  as  Berosus  had  become  the  great  authority  on 
Chaldasan  antiquities.  But  though  this  was  so,  and  though 
his  name  is  extolled  by  later  writers  when  Egyptian  his- 
tory is  mentioned,  it  seems  that.,  from  some  cause  or  other, 
his  genuine  work  was  superseded  about  the  time  of  the 
Christian  era  by  an  abridged  and  altered  edition,  which 
still  went  under  his  name.  From  an  Egyptian  list  compiled 
by  Eratosthenes,  but  copied  by  Syncellus  from  Apollodorus, 
and  from  a notice  taken  by  Syncellus  no  doubt  from  the 
same  source,  that  “ the  chronographer  had  collected  from 
Manetho  ” a certain  sum  of  the  years  of  the  Kings  to  Nec- 
taaebo  or  Alexander,  we  see  that  the  genuine  work  of 
Manetho  was  still  extant,  and  no  other  mentioned,  as  late  as 
the  year  b.c.  141,  when  Apollodorus  ended  his  chronography. 
But  Diodorus,  who  was  in  Egypt  in  the  time  of  Ptolemy 
sumamcd  Neor  Acovvcros,  01.  180,  b.c.  60,  makes  no  mention 
of  Manetho : and  Josephus,  writing  against  Apion  at  Rome 
under  Domitian,  quotes  with  such  emphasis  from  “ Manetho 
hinuelf, as  perhaps  to  imply  that  the  Manetho  then  most 
known,  and  quoted  by  his  adversary  Apion  and  by  others,  wras 
not  the  original,  and  that  it  was  only  recently,  and  owing  to 
a s[>ecial  cause,  that  he  had  himself  become  acquainted  with 
the  genuine  text.  For  a fire  having  consumed  the  Portico 
of  Octavia  with  its  library,  the  Emperor  Domitian,  no  great 
patron  of  learning  at  other  times,  showed,  as  Suetonius  re- 
lates, an  extraordinary  zeal  for  the  reparation  of  this  damage, 
causing  duplicates  of  some  books,  and  fresh  copies  of  others 
made  on  purpose,  to  be  brought  from  different  libraries, 
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especially  from  the  great  library  of  Alexandria,  where  the 
genuine  work  of  Manetho  himself  had  been  originally  de- 
posited, and  was  certainly  preserved,  and  whence  a copy  of 
it,  or  even  the  original  itself,  was  then  in  consequence 
brought  to  Rome.  Plutarch  and  ./Elian,  who  also  quote 
the  genuine  Manetho,  became  acquainted  with  him  no  doubt 
through  the  same  accident  as  Josephus,  as  they  too  are  known 
to  have  been  at  Rome.  But  in  the  East  itself  we  have  no 
clear  mention  of  the  genuine  Mauetho  later  than  the  time  of 
Apollodorus.  And  already  in  the  first  century  of  the 
Christian  era  Tatian,  a Christian  writer  born  in  Babylonia, 
when  touching  on  Egyptian  history  in  such  a way  as  to  make 
one  expect  that  he  is  about  to  name  Manetho,  names  not 
Manetho  but  another  writer,  Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  as  the 
great  authority  on  this  subject: — “ Alywrricov  Se  elaiv  u/cpifislt 
Xpovtou  dvaypacj/al , /cal  reby  /car'  ainovs  ypapparcov  ippyvgvs 
UroXspcalot,  oi/%  o fiacriXeiis,  lepiiis  Ss  XUvSt/Tos.”  ( Euseb . Prap. 
Ev.,  x.12.)  And  then,  after  quoting  him  for  the  synchronism 
of  Amosis,  Moses,  and  Inachus,  he  adds  that  Apion  also,  the 
same  writer  against  whom  Josephus  was  writing  at  Rome 
when  he  quoted  with  such  emphasis  Manetho  himself,  follows 
Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  being,  as  it  would  seem,  not  long  after 
his  time : — “Merd  hi  tovtov'Atticov  6 ypappan/cot,  dinjp  So/ccpw- 
raroi,  iv  rf/  S'  rd/y  Aiyirrma/cd/y. . .(prjal  S on  KaTgcr/cayfre  tt)v  A va- 
pw  6 "Apacns,  /card  tov  'A pyuov  yevopevos  "I vayov,  cot  iy  rots 
Xporoit  [Xpoyc/colt  ?]  dviypa’^rev  6 Mevfirjtuos  JlToXepaiot.’' 
But  if  Apion,  who  was  himself  by  birth  an  Egyptian,  and  the 
author  of  a work  entitled  like  that  of  Manetho  Atymna/cd, 
quoted  not  Manetho,  but  Ptolemy,  this  agrees  well  with  the 
language  of  Tatian,  who  says  that  in  his  time  Ptolemy  was 
the  great  authority.  What  is  still  wanting  is,  first,  some- 
thing to  show  more  distinctly  that  the  work  of  Ptolemy  was 
in  fact  an  abridgment  and  re-edition  of  Manetho  ; and  then 
further,  something  to  explain  how  it  came  to  pass  that  the 
genuine  work  of  Manetho  himself  should  have  been  so 
little  circulated  aud  so  completely  supplanted  even  in  Egypt 
by  a later  re-edition. 

As  to  the  first  point  this  may  help  us,  that  Ptolemy  of 
Mendes  is  said  to  have  written  Alywrcaxa  in  three  boohs, 
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which  so  far  agrees  with  the  title  and  division  of  Manetho  ; 
while  Suidas,  besides  the  original  “ M avsOto  'Xe(3evvvrt}s  ” of 
Sebennys,  has  also  another  “ M avatOws  M ivStjs”  of  Mendes  ; 
the  Mendesian  Manetho  being  no  doubt  Ptolemy.  And 
whereas  from  the  time  of  Africanus  downwards  those  lists 
and  conjoined  notices  which  he  has  preserved  have  been  in 
possession  of  the  name  of  Manetho,  though  they  show  by 
internal  disagreements,  and  by  mentioning  both  Manetho  and 
other  sources,  as  the  Chronicle,  that  they  cannot  possibly  be 
the  original  work  of  Manetho  himself,  the  same  lists  of  Afri- 
cans, by  their  brief  chronicle-like  form,  answer  well  to  the 
title  Xpovoi,  Xpopiicd,  given  by  Tatian  and  others  to  the  work 
of  Ptolemy  ; the  extracts  given  by  Josephus  from  the  original 
Manetho  being  in  a very  different  diffuse  style.  In  this  too 
the  Manetho  of  African  us  agrees  with  the  character  given  to 
Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  that  he  marks  a number  of  Greek  syn- 
chronisms, especially  that  of  Amosis  and  Inachus,  for  which 
Ptolemy  is  expressly  quoted  by  Apion  and  Tatian,  and  by 
other  Christian  writers  following  Tatian:  and  it  is  related  of 
Ptolemy  that  he  was  exact  in  his  Greek  chronology,  having 
profited  no  doubt  by  those  writings  of  Eratosthenes,  Apollo- 
dorus,  and  others,  which  were  all  posterior  to  the  time  of 
the  original  Manetho.  Lastly,  it  is  significant,  though  not 
perhaps  of  itself  conclusive,  that  whereas  the  two  last  native 
dynasties,  XXIX  and  XXX,  are  in  the  Chronicle  both 
called  Tanite,  in  the  Manetho  of  Africanus  the  first  of  them 
is  named,  from  the  native  city  of  Ptolemy,  “ Mendesian," 
the  second,  from  that  of  Manetho,  “ Sebennyte ; ” though 
neither  the  one  city  nor  the  other  is  ever  mentioned  else- 
where as  having  been  the  actual  capital  or  royal  residence 
even  for  a single  reign. 

As  regards  the  other  question,  how  the  original  work  of  a 
writer  of  such  note  as  Manetho  came  to  be  superseded  by 
an  abridgment  and  re-edition,  we  have  some  grounds  at  least 
for  a probable  conjecture.  It  seems  certain  that  Manetho, 
by  his  myriads  of  years  divided  among  Gods,  Demigods, 
Heroes,  and  Kings  before  and  after  Menes,  had  obtained 
more  ridicule  than  admiration  from  Greek  readers ; and  his 
account  not  seeming  satisfactory,  Eratosthenes,  the  second 
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librarian  at  Alexandria,  himself  the  father  of  Greek  chrono- 
logy, attempted  at  the  king’s  desire  to  reduce  the  dynasties 
of  Manetho  to  one  consecutive  series  of  kings  within  the 
limits  allowed  by  the  Chronicle.  And  this  he  did,  except 
that  he  yielded  so  far  to  the  priests  whom  he  consulted,  as 
to  include  within  the  times  of  the  monarchy  those  “ xv  ge- 
nerations and  443  years  of  the  Cynic  Cycle  ” which  in  the 
Chronicle  were  entered  between  the  Demigods  and  Menes. 
But  all  reigns  above  or  beyond  these,  whether  in  the  Chro- 
nicle or  in  Manetho,  he  disallowed  as  antehistorical  and 
fabulous,  or  as  at  best  only  contemporary  and  subordinate. 
It  may  be  imagined  that  this  method  was  not  to  the  taste  of 
the  native  priesthood,  and  that  they  would  not  accept  such 
an  exposition  of  their  history  made,  with  whatever  extorted 
assistance,  by  a Greek ; an  exposition,  too,  which  gave  no 
account  of  many  kings  who  had  certainly  existed.  So, 
somewhat  later,  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  (or  whoever  was  the 
author  of  the  Manetho  of  Africanus),  thinking  that  the 
chief  stumbling-block  for  the  Greeks  lay  in  the  “ myriads 
of  years,”  undertook  to  explain  the  origin  of  these  myriads 
which  seemed  so  incredible,  confessing  them  to  be  merely 
months,  reducible  to  one-twelfth  of  their  apparent  bulk  : 
but  at  the  same  time,  as  if  to  compensate  for  this  conces- 
sion, he  not  only  retained  and  reasserted,  but  he  even  ampli- 
fied the  vast  antiquity  claimed  by  Manetho  for  Egyptian 
history  and  civilisation  after  Menes.  And  as  the  Chronicle, 
which  Manetho  had  plainly  used  as  one  of  his  sources,  ex- 
hibited both  an  older  and  a fuller  form  of  those  “ myriads  of 
years  ” which  it  was  now  proposed  to  explain  and  reduce, 
and  for  reduction  the  larger  sum  was  the  most  convenient 
(Manetho  having  some  6000  or  7000  years  less  than  the 
Chronicle),  it  was  natural  for  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  to  give  an 
account  in  his  preface  of  a document  which  he  meant  to  use. 
In  this  way  probably  it  was  that  Africanus  came  to  find  in 
that  re-edition  of  Manetho  which  he  followed  not  only  lists 
really  extracted  from  Manetho,  with  additions  and  alterations, 
but  also  an  introduction  giving  some  account  of  the  principle 
of  reduction  on  which  this  re-edition  of  Manetho  was  based, 
and  of  the  Chronicle,  the  sum  of  which,  though  departed 
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from  by  Manetho,  was  now  returned  to,  and  preferred  by 
the  writer  to  that  of  Manetho  himself. 

Thus  much  premised,  we  shall  exhibit  from  Eusebius  and 
Syncellus  all  that  is  certainly  from  the  Manetho  of  Africa- 
nus,  omitting  what  relates  to  the  Chronicle,  and  to  the  re- 
duction of  those  myriads  of  years  which  seemed  incredible  ; 
notices  which,  though  taken  no  doubt  by  Africanus  from 
the  same  book  with  his  Manethonian  lists,  i.  e.  from  its  in- 
troduction, actually  name  Manetho  as  not  the  same  but  au- 
other  writer.  Neither  shall  we  notice  those  alterations 
which  Eusebius,  for  purposes  of  his  own,  has  made  in  copy- 
ing out  the  lists  of  Africanus ; nor  anything  which  Syn- 
cellus  may  have  found  only  in  that  latest  pseudo- Manetho, 
the  Sothis  of  Anianus  and  Panodorus,  which  he  himself 
chiefly  follows.  But  after  placing  before  the  reader  in  out- 
line the  Manetho  of  Africanus,  we  shall  compare  therewith 
those  earlier  notices  which  we  have  of  the  original  work  of 
Manetho  the  Sebennyte,  and  see  how  far  they  help  U3  to 
decompose  the  later  work  of  Ptolemy,  and  to  reconstruct 
out  of  materials  afforded  by  it  the  outline  of  the  original. 

We  extract  then  from  Eusebius,  as  making  towards  our 
purpose,  the  following  words  and  enumerations  (Chron.  1. 
i.  c.  19,  20,  Lat.  Vers,  ex  Armen.  Ed.  A.  Mai.)  : 

“ Here  it  will  be  convenient  to  insert  also  the  Egyptian 
accounts  from  Manetho,  who  seems  to  be  the  chief  authority 
for  that  branch  of  history  : [From  the 

INTRODUCTION 

prefixed  to  the  Manetho  of  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  used  by 
Africanus : ] 

[I.]  “The  first  Godot  the  Egyptians  is  Vulcan  [Phtha]; 
From  him  was  the  Sun  [i.  e.  Ra]  ; 

After  the  Sun,  Agathodaemon  [i.  e.  Cneph]  ; 

Then  Saturn  [i.  e.  Seb], 

Then  Osiris, 

Then  Typhon,  brother  of  Osiris, 

Lastly  Horus,  son  of  Osiris  and  Isis. 

“ These  first  reigned  over  the  Egyptians. 

[II.]  “ Then  there  reigned  in  succession  others  [i.  e.  other 
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Gods ] down  to  Bvtis,  in  a space  of  years  amount- 
ing [for  all  the  Gods  together]  to  . . 13,900. 

[Of  which  900  are  originally  full  years,  equal  to  10,800 
month-years ; and  the  rest  are  month-years,  equivalent  to 
1083  full  years  and  4 months;  making  together  1983  full 
years  and  4 months.] 

[III.]  “ After  the  Gods  reigned  Heroes  years  . . 1255 

[IV.]  “ And  again  other  Kings  [also  Heroes?  or, 

xxx  Kings,  Diospolites  ?]  ruled  years  . 1817 

[V.]  “ Then  other  xxx  Kings,  Memphites,  years  1790 
[VI.]  “ Then  other  x Kings,  Thinites,  years  . . 350 

[VII.]  “ After  these  there  followed  a rule  ( Domi - 
natio,  dynasty)  of  Manes  and  Heroes  [or, 
cvi  Kings,  Nubians?]  during  years  . . 5813 


“The  sum  [after  the  Gods]  amounts  to  11,000  [month] 
years;”  [equal  to  916  full  years  and  8 months:] 

“ And  the  whole  space  of  time  during  which,  as  the  Egyp- 
tians say,  the  Gods,  Heroes  [i.  e.  Demigods],  and  Manes 
reigned,  is  reckoned  to  be  24,900  years.”  [Of  these  900  only 
being  originally  full  years,  and  the  rest  months,  the  true  sum 
of  full  years  is  2900.] 

“ Then  follows  [i.  e.  in  Africanus]  an  enumeration  of 
thirty  Dynasties  from  Menes  to  Nectanebo  II.,  which  we  ” 
(continues  Eusebius)  “ shall  give  immediately.” 

But  instead  of  taking  these  from  Eusebius,  who  has  so 
altered  them,  especially  the  last  fifteen  or  sixteen,  that  Syn- 
cellus  imagined  he  must  have  used  a different  “ edition  ” of 
Manetho  from  Africanus,  we  here  have  recourse  to  Syncellus. 

“ Of  the  dynasties  of  Egypt  after  the  Flood,  according 
to  Africanus:”  [Africanus  understanding  those  of  the  Gods 
and  Demigods  to  belong  to  the  antediluvian  world : ] 

[BOOK  I.  OF  MANETIIO, 


according  to  the  re-edition  of  Pto- 
lemy of  Mendes,  who  had  thrown 
back  all  that  related  to  the  vn 
mythical  groups  of  Gods,  Demigods, 
and  Manes,  as  well  as  other  matter 
relating  to  the  Old  Chronicle,  into 


an  Introduction  prefixed  to  the 
Three  Books.] 

“After  the  Manes  and  Demigods” 
[whose  dynasties  are  understood 
by  Africanus  to  be  after  the  Flood, 
but  before  Menes],  “ is  reckoned, 
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“ Dyn.  I.  [ VIII.  J of  Vlll  King! : of 
u-hom — 

1.  Menes,  a Thinite,  first  reigned 

years  . . . .62 

2.  Athothis,  bis  son,  who  built 

the  palace  at  Memphis  . 57 

3.  Kenkcnes,  his  son  . .31 

4.  Ouencphes,  his  son  (under 

whom  was  a great  famine. 

He  first  began  to  build  the 
pyramids  at  Kocbome)  . 23 
J.  Ousaphaidos,  bis  son  [Ousa- 
pbaes,  Euseb.]  . . .20 

6.  Miebidos,  his  son  (Niebaes, 

Euseb.)  . . . .26 

7.  Semcmpses,  his  son,  in  whose 

time  there  was  a great 
plague  [“  many  prodigies, 
and  a very  great  plague,” 
Euseb.]  . . . .18 

8.  Bicneches,  his  son  (Oubien- 

thes,  Euseb.)  . . .26 

“ Sum  253  263 

[Eusebius  introduces  this  dynasty 
with  some  additional  words  of  Afri- 
canus, alluding  to  a plurality  of 
writers  instead  of  one  Manetho, 
thus:  “Of  whom  the  first  was 
Menes,  a ruler  who  merited  renown ; 
from  whom  they  that  have  registered 
the  kings  of  each  race  deduce  the 
succession  as  follows  : — ‘ 1 . Menes 
of  This,  and  his  descendants,  seven 
in  number,’  &c.”  ] 

“ I>yn.  II.  [/X]  of  IX  Thinites  : 

1.  Boethus  (Bochus,  Euseb.)  in 

whose  time  the  earth  opened 
near  Uubastis,  and  many 
perished  . . years  38 

2.  Kaiechos  (Chous,  Euseb.),  in 

whose  time  the  Bulls  Apis 
at  Memphis,  and  Mnevis  at 
Heliopolis,  and  the  Goat  of 
Mentles,  were  [tint]  ac- 
counted to  be  Gods  . . 39 

Carried  forward  77 


Brought  forward  77 

3.  Binothris  (Biophis,  Euseb.), 

in  whose  time  it  was  de- 
cided that  women  might 
reign  . . . .47 

4.  Tlas 17 

5.  Scthenes  . . . ,41 

6.  Chaires  . . . .17 

7.  Nephercheres,  in  whose  time 

it  is  related  mythically  that 
the  Nile  ran  for  eleven  days 
mixed  with  honey  . . 25 

8.  Sesochris,  whose  height  was 

five  cubits  and  three  palms  48 

9.  Cheneres  . . . .30 

“ Sum  302  302 

[Syncellus  adds]  " Sum  of  Dyn. 
I.  and  II.  after  the  Flood,  555  years, 
card  r>)v  (I  Istooiv  A ■' pirn  roe,  ac- 
cording to  the  second  edition  of 
Africanus  " [alluding  by  the  word 
“edition"  to  his  previous  designa- 
tion of  the  lists  of  Africanus  and 
Eusebius  as  “ the  two  principal  edi- 
tions of  Manetho."  The  is  pro- 
bably the  addition  of  some  copyist, 
derived  from  the  same  source,  viz. 
the‘  previous  mention  of  the  two 
editions  rdf  d'  irlbouc,  of  which 
that  of  Africanus  was  one,  but  not 
the  second.] 

“ Dyn.  III.  [/X]  of  tx  Memphites: 

1.  Necherophes  (Nechcrochis, 

Euseb.),  in  whose  time  the 
Libyans  revolted,  but, 
panic-  struck  at  a portentous 
increase  of  the  moon,  re- 
turned to  obedience  . . 28 

2.  TosorthrusfScsorthus,  Euseb.) 

This  king  is  regarded  as  an 
Esculapius  by  tbeEgyptians 
for  his  knowledge  of  medi- 
cine ; and  he  introduced  the 
method  of  building  with 
heum  stone : he  also  paid  at- 
tention to  writing  . . 29 

Carried  forward  57 
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Brought  forward  57 


3.  Tyreis  ...  -7 

4.  Mesochris  . . • >17 

5.  Soyphis  . . . *16 

6.  Tosertasis  . . . *19 

7.  Aches 42 

8.  Siphouris  . • • *3° 


9.  Kerpheres  . • • *26 

“Sum  214  214 

[Syncellus  adds]  “ Sum  of  the 
three  dynasties  according  to  Afri- 
canus,  769  years.” 

“ Dyn.  IV.  [X/.]  of  vm  Memphites 
of  another  lineage  : 

1.  Soris 29 

2.  Souphis,  who  built  the  great- 

est pyramid,  ascribed  by 
Herodotus  to  Cheops.  He 
was  also  contemptuous 
towards  the  Gods : and 

he  wrote  the  sacred  [i.e. 
hieratic]  book  which  I 
bought,  as  something  of 
great  value,  when  I was  in 


Egypt 

. 63 

3.  Souphis 

. 66 

4.  Mencheres  . 

. 63 

5.  Uatoiscs 

. . . 25 

6.  Biebcres 

. . . 22 

7.  Sebercheres 

. . . 7 

8.  Thamphthis 

. 9 

“ Sum  277  284 

[Syncellus  made  the  sum  277,  for 
he  adds]  “Sum  of  the  four  dynasties 
1046,  according  to  Africanus.” 


“ Dyn.  V.  [X//.]  of  IX  kings  from 
Elephantine : 

[Perhaps  a purposed  mistrans- 
lation of  the  Egyptian  word  Abt, 
the  East,  meaning  the  eastern  side 
of  the  Nile,  or  Heliopolis,  opposite 
to  Memphis : ] 

1.  Ouserchcres  . . .28 

2.  Sephres  . • • .13 

Carried  forward  41 


Brought  forward  41 


3.  Nephercheres  . . .20 

4.  Sisires  . . . .7 

5.  Cheres  . . . .20 

6.  Rathoures  . . . .44 

7.  Mencheres  ...  .9 

8.  Tancheres  . . . .44 

9.  Ounos  [or  Obnos]  . . S3 


“ Sum  248  218 

[And  Syncellus  found  248,  for  he 
adds]  “Sum,  with  the  1040  of  the 
four  preceding  dynasties,  1294 
years.”  [So  probably  either  Sisires 
had  37,  or  Mencheres  39.] 

"Dyn.  VI.  [X///.]  of  n Mem- 
phites : 

1.  Othocs,  who  was  slain  by  his 

guards  . . . .30 

2.  Phios  . . . . .53 

3.  Methou-Souphis  . . .7 

4.  Pliiops,  who  began  to  reign  at 

the  age  of  six  and  reigned 
to  100  . . . .100 

5.  Menthe-Soupliis  . . .1 

6.  Nitocris,  the  most  courageous 

and  most  beautiful  woman 
of  her  time,  of  fair  com- 
plexion (JarSh),  who  built 
the  third  Pyramid  . .12 

“ Sum  203  203 

[Syncellus  adds]  “ Sum,  with  the 
1294  of  the  five  dynasties  preceding, 
1497  years;”  [which  shows  that  he 
cast  up  100,  and  not  only  94,  for 
Phiops.] 

Dyn.  VII.  of  I.XX  Memphites,  70 
days. 

“ Dyn.  VIII.  of  XXl  tt  Memphites, 
who  reigned  1 46  years. 

[The  “146”  is  the  genuine  read- 
ing, though  Syncellus  must  have 
found  142,  for  he  subjoins],  “The 
sum  of  the  eight  dynasties  is  1639 
years;"  [i.e.  the  1497  last  made  + 
142.] 
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linn.  IX.  of  XIX  Heraclropolites, 
i rho  reigned  409  years;  oj 
whom  I he  first , A clhocs,  a king 
more  tyrannical  than  any  of  his 
predecessors,  (lid  much  eril  hi 
the  people  throughout  all  Egypt, 
till  at  last  he  went  mad.  and  was 
hilled  by  a crocodile. 

“ Den.  X.  of  xix  Ilrracleopoltl**. 
who  reigned  185  years. 


do 

“ Dyn.  XL  [ XIV .]  of  Xn  Dios - 
polites,  who  reigned  43  years ; 
after  whom — 

Ammencmcs  reigned  . . 16 

“ Here  Manetho  ends  his  First 
Book,  containing  in  all  of  kings  cxcu, 
and  of  years  2300,  and  70  days;” 
[this  notice  being  not,  like  the  sums 
of  the  dynasties,  from  Syncellus,  but 
from  Africanus,  or  even  from  Pto- 
lemy of  Mendes  himself.] 


•‘BOOK  II.  OF  MANETHO. 


“ Dyn.  XII.  [A  V.~]  of  m Dios- 

polites : 

1.  Scsoncbosis,  son  of  Amme- 

nemes  . . . .46 

2.  Ammanemes,  who  was  slain 

by  his  own  eunuchs  . . 38 

3.  Sesostris,  who  in  nine  years 

subdued  all  Asia,  and  Thrace 
in  Europe,  and  set  up  every- 
where stelte  as  memorials  of 
his  reduction  of  each  people, 
with  emblematical  signs  of 
manhood  or  effeminacy,  ac- 
cording as  they  had  shown 
the  one  or  the  other;  so  that 
this  king  is  accounted  by 
the  Egyptians  the  first  [i.e. 
the  greatest]  after  Osiris  . 48 
[Eusebius  adds,  “ He  is  said  to 
have  been  four  cubits  three 
palms  and  two  fingers  high;” 
which  seems  to  be  the  same 
notice  as  Diodorus  Siculus 
attaches  to  his  Ramcses-Se- 
soosis-Sesostris,  whose  sta- 
ture was  four  cubits  and 
four  palms.] 

4.  I.achares  [in  Eusebius  La- 

maris  or  Lampares],  who 
built  the  Labyrinth  in  the 
Arsinoite  N omc  for  his  tomb  8 

5.  Ameres  . . . . 8 

6.  Amcnemes  . ...  8 

Carried  forward  156 


Brought  forward  156 

7.  Scemiophris,  sister  [of  the 
preceding]  . . .4 

“ Sum  160  160 

” Dyn.  XIII.  of  DX  Diospolites,  who 
reigned  453  to  <,rs. 

"■Dyn.  XIV.  [AT/.]  of  i.xxn[xxn, 
xxx,  or  xxxri  ?]  Xoites  [or 
Diospolites  f Kusites,  or  Ksoites, 
i.e.  Nubians],  who  reigned  184 
years. 

“ Dyn.  XV.  [XVII.]  of  Shepherds. 
These  were  vi  Phoenician  kings  ” 
[“  Arabs,”  i.  e.  Shasoo,  in  the 
Scholiast  on  Plato,  “ Peleth-im ,” 
i.  e.  probably  Philistine  or  Pe- 
lethite,  in  Herodotus ],  who  took 
Memphis : of  whom — 

1 . Saites  first  reigned  . .19 

And  from  him  was  named 
the  Saitic  Nome  [i.  e.  the 
Set-ic  or  Sethroitic,  not  the 
Saitic  of  which  Sais  was 
the  capital  on  the  western 
arm  of  the  Nile].  Andthese 
kings  built  a city  in  the  Se- 
throite  Nome,  whence  they 
subdued  Egypt. 


2. 

Bnon 

. 44 

3. 

Pachnan 

. 61 

4. 

Staan  . . . ' . 

. 50 

Carried  forward 

174 
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Brought  forward  174 

5.  Archies  . . . .49 

6.  Aphobis  [Aphophis  in  Eu- 

sebius] . . . .61 

“ Sum  284  284 

[So  this  is  no  doubt  the  true  sum 

of  the  dynasty  in  the  Manetho  of 

African  us.] 

■*  Dyn.  X VI.  oj  Skepherd t,  Greeks 
["KXAi/eir,  perhaps  ti  pnrposetl 
mistranslation  of  tin * Egyptian 
designation  llanebou,  which  in 
Inter  times  in  given  to  the 

Greeks ] ; XXXII  hinge,  who 
reigned  years  518. 

“Ih/n.  XVII.  of  XI.1 11  other  Shep- 
herd kings  ami  XIJ 1 1 Theban 
Dius/ioUtcs.  The  Shepherds  and 
the  Thebans  reigncil  together 
years  151. 

'*  Dyn.  XVIII.  of  xn  Diospolite 
kings  ; of  whom — 

1.  Amos  “ in  whose  time  Moses 
went  out  from  Egypt,"  says 
Africanus,  “ as  we  demon- 
strate;" [to  which  Synccllus 
subjoins,]  “ But,  as  the 
reckoning  and  sum  here 
made  force  me  to  say, 
Moses,  in  his  time,  was 
still  quite  young.”  [The 
25  years  given  to  this  king 
in  the  list  of  Eusebius,  are 
omitted  by  Syncellus,  either 
through  some  inadvertence 
of  bis  own,  or  owing  to  some 


26 

9 


31 
37 

32 
6 

12 

12 

5 

1 


Brought  forward  72 
time  was  the  flood  of  Deu- 
calion) 

7.  Touthmosis  . 

8.  Amcnopbis  [this  is  the  re- 
puted Memnon  and  the 
vocal  stone] 

9.  Hums 

10.  Acherres  . 

11.  Rathos 

12.  Chevres 

13.  Acherres  . 

14.  Armesses  . 

15.  Ramesses[Yi0iai-Pnpf'T>r5c?] 

[Then  Ramesses  II,  or  “Ar- 
messes Miammous,"  follows 
in  the  list  copied  by  Josephus 
from  the  original  Manetho 
with  66  years  anil  2 months; 
and  in  the  list  of  Eusebius, 
copied  or  altered  from 

Africanus,  with  68  years. 
This  long  reign,  cither 

through  his  own  inadvert- 
ence, or  rather  by  some  de- 
fect in  his  copy  of  Africanus, 
is  wanting  in  the  list  tran- 
scribed by  Syncellus  . 

16.  Amenophath  . . .19 

“ Sum  263  262 

[It  seems,  then,  that  Syncellus 

made  the  sum  of  the  dynasty  263 
years,  though  the  figures  of  our 
present  text  make  by  addition  only 
262.] 

“ Dyn.  XIX.  of  rn  Diospolile  kings : 

1.  Sethos,  [o  sat  'Papuro-qc] 
reigned  years  . .51 


canus  from  which  he  tran- 

2. Rapsakes  [“  his  eldest 

scribes.]  [Years  omitted  . 

] 

son,  " Joseph. 1 (Ramp- 

2. 

Chebros  .... 

13 

ses,  Enseb.) 

61 

3. 

Amcnophthis  [Ammenophis, 

3.  Ammenephthes,or  Ame- 

Enseb.,  and  with  only  21 

nephthes 

20 

years]  . 

24 

4.  Ramesses,  or  Ramcses  . 

60 

4. 

Amensis  or  Amessis 

22 

5.  Ammcnemes  . 

8 

5. 

Misphris  [Mipbres,  Euseb."]  . 

13 

6.  Thouoris,  called  by 

C. 

Misphragmouthosis  (in  whose 

Homer  Polybus,  hus- 

Carried  forward 

72 

Carried  forward 

197 
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Brought  forward  197 
band  of  Alcandra,  in 
whose  time  Troy  was 
taken  . . .7 

“ Sum  209  204 


1 “In  this  second  book  of  Manctho 
are  kings  xcvr,  and  years  2121.” 
[This  notice  is  from  Africanus,  or 
from  the  compiler  of  his  edition  of 
Manetho.] 


BOOK  ni.  OF  MANETHO. 


“By*.  XT.  of  XII  Diospolite  kings 
who  reigned  years  135. 

“Dpi.  XXI.  of  ru  Tanite  kings: 

I.  Smendes,  reigned  years  26 
l’sousennes,or  Psousenes  46 

3.  Xepheleheres  [Nepher- 
cheres,  Euseb .]  . - . 4 

4-  Amenophthis  . . 9 

J.  Osochor  . . .6 

6.  Psinaches  . . .9 

7.  Fsousennes  or  Sousennes  14 

“Sum  130  114 


“Dyn.  XXII.  of  ix  Dubastite  kings : 
1.  Sesonchis  [Sesoncliosis, 


Euseb] 

. 21 

‘2.  Osorthon  . . 

. 15 

*•  1 

4.  }•  Other  three 

. 25  [29] 

5.  J 

6.  Takelothis  . 

. 13 

7‘  1 

8.  }■  Other  three 

. 42 

9 J 

"Sam  120  116 

“ Dyn.  XXIII.  of  IV  Tanite  kings : 

1.  Petubates  [Petubastes, 

Euseb.]  . . .40 

2.  Osorcho  [Osorthon,  Eu- 

seb  ],  whom  the  Egyp- 
tians call  Hercules  . 8 

3.  Psammous  . . .10 

4-  Zet  . . . .31 


“ Sum  89  89 

“ Dyn.  XXIV. 
Boechoris,  a Saite  (in  whose 
time  a lamb  spoke), 
reigned  years  . • .6 


“ . . 990  years."  [This  is  no 
doubt  a note  of  Africanus,  reckoning 
probably  up  from  his  own  time,  a.d. 
220,  to  the  first  Olympiad,  and  find- 
ing that  it  fell  not  under  Boechoris, 
but,  as  he  thought,  in  the  last  year 
of  Petubastes  above.] 

“Dyn.  XXV.  of  m Ethiopian  kings: 

1.  Sabacon,  who  took  Boc- 

choris  prisoner  and 
burned  him  alive,  and 
reigned  years  . . 8 

2.  Scbichus,  his  son  . .14 

3.  Tarkos  [Tarakos,£«sch.]  18 

“ Sum  40  40 

“ Dyn.  XX  VI.  of  IX  Saite  kings : 

1.  Stephinates  [Stephina- 

this,  Euseb.,  who  also 
puts  first  of  all  “Am- 
meris,  an  Ethiopian,” 
with  12  years]  . . 7 

2.  Nechepsos  . . .6 

3.  Nechao  . . ,8 

4.  Psammiticbus  . . 54 

5.  Nechao  II.  (He  took 

Jerusalem  and  carried 
the  king  Jchoahaz  cap- 
tive into  Egypt) . . 6 

6.  Psammouthis  or  Psam- 

mitichus  II.  . . 6 

7.  Ouapliris  (to  whom, 

after  Jerusalem  had 
been  taken  by  the 
Assyrians,  the  remnant 
of  the  Jews  fled)  . 1 9 

8.  Amosis  . . .44 

9.  Psammecberites,orPsam- 

rnach  . . . — 6"" 

“ Sum  150.6”1  150  C“- 

II 
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“ Dyn.  XXVII.  of  rill  Persian 
kings  : 

1.  Camby  ses  in  tlie  fifth  year 

of  his  reign  over  the  Per- 
sians conquered  Egypt 
and  reigned  over  it  . 6 

2.  Darius,  son  of  Hystaspes  36 

3.  Xerxes  the  Great  . 21 

4.  Artabanus  . . . — 7”' 

5.  Artaxcrxes  . . >41 

6.  Xerxes . . . . — 2“*' 

7.  Sogdianua  . . . — 7"' 

8.  Darius,  son  of  Xerxes  . 19 

“ Sum  124.4m-  124  4”- 

“ Dyn.  XX  VIII.,  Amyrtatu*  a SaUe, 
reigned  years  6. 

“ Dyn.  XXIX.  of  ir  Mendesian 
kings  : 

1.  Nepherites  . . .6 

2.  Achoris  . . .13 

3.  Psammouthis  . . 1 

4.  Nepherites,  or  Neforotis  — 4m 

“ Sum  20.410'  20  4m- 


“Dyn.  XXX.  of  ill  Scbennyle  kings  : 

1.  Nectanebes,  who  reigned 

years  . . .18 

2.  Teos  ....  2 

3.  Nectanebos  . . .18 

“ Sum  38  38 

11  Dyn.  XXXI  of  111  Persian  kings  : 

1.  Ochus  in  the  20th  year 

of  his  reign  over  the 
Persians  conquered 
Egypt  and  reigned 
over  it  years  . . 6 

2.  Arses  ....  3 

3.  Darius  ....  4 


13 

“ Sum  of  the  years  of  Book 
III.,  1 050.”  “ Here  Manetho  ends.” 
[These  two  notices  are  both  at  least 
as  early  as  the  time  of  Africanus, 
whose  Manetho  as  completed  and 
re-edited  by  Ptolemy  of  Mcndes 
had  not  only  xxx  but  xxxi 
dynasties.] 


With  this  scheme  of  the  Manetho  of  Africanus,  as  col- 
lected from  Eusebius  and  Syncellus,  we  have  now  to  con- 
front such  earlier  notices  as  refer  certainly  to  the  work  of 
the  original  Manetho. 

Now  that  the  original  Atyurmaxu  of  Manetho  the  Se- 
bennyte  were  divided  into  three  books  is  a point  on  which  all 
are  agreed ; and  if  he  wrote,  as  Syncellus  says  he  did, 
“ xara  /ilfiijaiv  Bijptaaraov,”  in  imitation  of  Berosus,  whose 
XnXSaiKci  were  in  three  books,  it  wras  probably  this  fact  that 
suggested  to  him  a similar  distribution  of  his  own  work. 
However  this  was,  Josephus  gives  us  “from  Book  II.”  of 
Manetho  a passage  containing  an  account  of  the  Shepherd 
Kings,  and  the  same  list  of  six  names  which  forms  Dyn.  XV 
of  Africanus.  And  this  dynasty  appears  also  in  Book  II.  of 
the  Manetho  of  Africanus,  so  that  even  if  Josephus  did  not 
mention  afterwards,  as  he  does,  “ another  book  of  the  same 
Egyptiaca,”  which  from  the  narrative  being  connected  with 
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Dyn.  XIX  seems  to  be  the  third,  we  might  infer  that  the 
division  of  the  three  books  marked  in  the  Manetlio  of  Afri- 
cans is  derived  from  the  original  work  of  the  Sebennyte. 
Only  as  regards  Book  IIL  the  sum  given  for  its  years,  viz. 
1050,  is  inconsistent  with  the  division  implied  above  when 
the  sum  of  Book  II.  is  put  at  the  end  of  Dyn.  XIX.  For  if 
Book  IIL  of  the  Manetho  of  Ptolemy  and  Africanus  began 
with  Dyn.  XX,  it  would  have  only  853,  or  at  most  859  years, 
to  the  end  of  Dyn.  XXX,  that  is,  fewer  than  1050  by  197  or 
191.  Besides  which  we  shall  see  hereafter  that  if  Book  II. 
of  the  Manetho  of  Africanus  be  supposed  to  include  the 
whole  of  Dyn.  XIX,  it  will  have  too  many  years  for  the 
sum  of  2121  assigned  to  it.  We  may  suppose,  therefore, 
that  Book  III.  really  began  some  few  years  after  the  com- 
mencement of  Dyn.  XIX ; as  for  instance,  if  it  began 
from  the  flight  of  the  brother  of  Sethos,  identified  with 
Danaus,  so  as  to  include  the  times  of  the  “ Egyptians,”  as 
named  from  Sethos  Egyptus.  This  peculiarity  would  then 
account  for  the  sum  of  Book  II.  being  put  down  seemingly 
too  low  at  the  end  of  the  dynasty.  In  this  case  Book  III.  of 
the  original  Manetho  (who  certainly  identified  Sethos  with 
Egyptus),  probably  commenced  at  the  same  point  of  Dyn. 
XIX  as  Book  III.  of  the  Manetho  of  Africanus,  and  made 
about  the  same  sum  of  1050  years,  there  being  no  reason  to 
suspect  any  great  difference  for  the  last  twelve  dynasties 
(from  XIX  to  XXX  inclusive)  properly  composing  Book 
III.  between  the  Manetho  of  Africanus  and  the  original. 

Syncellus  says  of  Manetho  that  “ he  writes  of  five  Egyptian 
peoples  distributed  into  XXX  Dynasties  of  Gods,  Demi- 
gods, and  Manes,  and  of  mortal  men,  mentioned  also  by 
Eusebius  in  his  Chronicon  : “ Ms-rd  hi  raOra  teal  rrepl  i&veov 
AlyvTrruncdtv  irevre  iv  hwaorilais  laropei  reov  Xeyopsv uv 
leap'  airrols  Blwv  teal  gpeiOiaiv,  teal  ve/eve uv,  zeal  Svijtcov,  uv  teal 
Ei jcrtfitos  6 llapspiXov  ninjodils  iv  roii  ypoviKois  airrov  efrrjcriv 
ennw”  AC.T.X. 

It  is  true  that  in  this  passage  he  means  by  Manetho  the 
pseudo-Manetho  or  Sothis  of  Anianus  and  Panodorus ; but 
what  he  says  refers  equally  and  rather  to  the  original  Ma- 
netho, and  to  the  Manetho  of  Africanus,  which  exhibited 

u 2 
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Manes  and  other  mythical  kings  before  Menes,  whereas  the 
Manctho  of  the  book  of  Sothis  seems  to  have  passed  at  once 
from  the  Demigods  to  Menes.  But  however  this  was,  if 
only  the  number  of  dynasties  in  the  three  books  of  the  ori- 
ginal Manetho  be  allowed  to  have  been  thirty,  like  the  num- 
ber in  the  Chronicle,  (and  the  latest  pseudo-Manetho  of 
Anianus  returns  to  this  number,  not  having  the  thirty-first 
dynasty  of  Africanus,)  it  seems  certain  that  some  of  these 
XXX  dynasties  must  have  contained  the  Gods,  Demigods, 
Manes,  and  mythical  Kings.  Not  only  in  the  Chronicle, 
which  Manetho  is  said  to  have  followed,  but  in  the  Turin 
Papyrus  a thousand  years  older  than  the  Chronicle,  in  Hero- 
dotus, in  Diodorus,  and  everywhere  in  short,  down  to  the 
latest  pseudo-Manetho  of  Anianus  and  Panodorus,  we  find 
the  Egyptians  pretending  a continuous  succession  of  dynasts 
and  dynasties  from  Ila,  the  Sun-god,  down  to  Menes  and  the 
living  sovereign  of  the  day.  Even  in  the  Manetho  of  Afri- 
canus, though  the  whole  number  of  thirty  dynasties,  derived 
by  the  original  Manetho  from  the  Chronicle,  is  given  to 
kings  after  Menes,  and  though  the  earlier  groups  of  Gods, 
Demigods,  Manes,  and  mythical  Kings,  are  not  distinctly 
numbered  as  dynasties,  words  are  retained  in  connection 
with  them  which  amount  to  the  same  thing.  And  it  is  easy 
to  see  that  the  author  of  this  scheme,  writing  between  two 
and  three  centuries  after  the  Mosaic  books  had  been  trans- 
lated into  Greek,  meant  tacitly  to  let  the  earlier  dynasties 
of  the  original  Manetho,  the  Gods,  Demigods,  and  Manes, 
stand  as  a separate  series  for  the  times  of  the  old  world,  as 
was  rightly  understood  by  Africanus ; while  in  compensation 
for  his  reduction  of  their  vast  periods  as  from  months  to 
real  years,  he  numbered  a complete  series  of  thirty  postdi- 
luvian dynasties  from  Menes  to  Nectanebo  II.  with  a thirty- 
first  added,  to  cover  the  years  (already  mentioned  by  the 
original  Manetho)  between  Nectanebo  and  Alexander.  And 
possibly  the  spurious  letter  of  Manetho  to  Ptolemy  Phila- 
delphus  “Augustus"  (2e/3a<rr«),  and  the  explanatory  hint  of 
antediluvian  history  having  been  derived  from  stela  buried 
in  the  land  of  Assyria,  ev  yij  'E.ipidBt,  which  Syncellus  gives 
from  the  later  pseudo-Manetho  or  Sothis,  may  have  belonged 
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originally  to  the  compilation  of  Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  since 
the  story  has  its  roots  in  Berosus,  and  seems  to  be  alluded 
to  by  J osephus  in  connection  with  Manetho.  But  in  the  time 
of  the  original  Manetho  there  was  nothing  as  yet  to  require 
any  such  covert  modification  of  the  long-established  fable 
that  there  had  been  one  unbroken  succession  of  dynasties 
in  Egypt  from  Ra  downwards  to  Menes  and  his  successors. 

Assuming  then  that  the  seven  groups  given  by  Eusebius 
from  the  Manetho  of  Africanus,  and  belonging  by  the  very 
fact  that  their  years  are  month-years  unreduced  to  the  ori- 
ginal Manetho,  are  in  fact  his  first  vn  dynasties,  forming 
part  of  his  first  book,  but  prefixed  to  the  three  books  as  part 
of  a separate  Introduction  by  the  compiler  to  the  Manetho 
of  Africanus,  it  follows  that  these  have  been  displaced  by 
seven  out  of  those  xxxi  dynasties  of  kings  after  Menes 
which  now  fill  the  three  books  of  the  Manetho  of  Africanus 
and  Ptolemy.  And  our  business,  if  we  would  recover  the 
original  Manetho,  is  to  distinguish  in  the  lists  of  Africanus 
which  are  the  twenty-three  genuine,  and  which  are  the  seven 
interpolated  dynasties,  and  to  eject  these  latter,  bringingdown 
the  seven  mythological  dynasties  into  their  room.  As  a step 
towards  this  we  shall  first  look  for  such  internal  indications 
as  the  lists  of  Africanus  may  afford  of  themselves  ; and  then 
test  them  by  the  help  of  five  sources  older  than  the  time  of 
Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  viz.,  the  Chronicle,  Eratosthenes,  the 
Monuments,  the  Turin  MS.,  and  the  citations  in  Josephus. 

Now,  at  the  first  glance  one  gives  to  the  thirty-one  dynas- 
ties of  Africanus,  they  divide  themselves  into  two  distinct 
and  opposite  classes,  one  class  having  every  mark  of  historical 
reality,  the  other  none  whatever,  or  next  to  none  ; the  one  for- 
bidding, the  other  provoking  suspicion.  In  the  first  class  the 
names  of  the  kings  are  given  with  the  years  of  each  reign : in 
the  second  class  the  dynasties  are  either  wholly  anonymous,  or 
all  but  anonymous,  with  the  mention  perhaps  of  a single  name. 
Of  the  first  class  are  Dynasties  I,  II,  III,  IV,  V,  VI,  XII, 
XV,  XVIII,  XIX,  XXI,  and  the  rest  to  XXX  inclusive, 
in  all  twenty,  being  three  fewer  than  we  are  prepared  to  allow 
as  genuine.  Of  the  second  or  anonymous  class  are  VII, 
VIII,  IX,  X,  XI,  XIII,  XIV,  XVI,  and  XVII,  in  all  ten, 
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being  three  more  than  we  arc  seeking  to  eject  as  fictitious. 
But  without  looking  far,  there  are  some  slight  signs  which 
may  already  hint  which  three  of  the  ten  are  less  open  to 
suspicion  than  the  rest.  For  Thebes  being  one  of  the  great 
capitals,  giving  its  name  to  a number  of  dynasties,  it  is 
perhaps  unlikely  that  the  Jirst  Theban  dynasty  named  should 
be  spurious ; and  Dyn.  XI  has  one  name  distinctly  connected 
with  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XII ; and  if  he  were  the  first 
king  who  ever  reigned  at  Thebes,  he  certainly  would  have 
been  set  at  the  head  of  a dynasty,  even  though  a fictitious 
dynasty  had  been  prefixed.  Then  again  in  Dyn.  XIV 
(though  it  is  slightly  uncertain  owing  to  a defect  in  the 
MSS.  whether  it  may  not  belong  to  XIII),  the  sum  of 
years  given,  184,  is  the  sum  of  one  of  the  dynasties  of 
the  Chronicle,  of  one  too  which  it  purposely  avoids  de- 
scribing in  detail;  so  that  this,  though  equally  anony- 
mous, may  be  either  the  same,  or  some  other  contemporary 
with  it,  under  which  the  same  space  of  time  is  alluded  to. 
And,  thirdly,  although  Dyn.  XX  is  altogether  anonymous, 
still,  as  it  is  within  the  period  of  the  ascertained  consecutive 
dynasties  governing  or  claiming  to  govern  all  Egypt  (from 
Dyn.  XVIII  downwards),  it  is  less  probable  that  any 
dynasty  merely  fictitious  should  be  inserted  here  than  at  a 
more  remote  antiquity ; and  there  are  other  grounds,  as  we 
shall  see,  which  quite  preclude  the  supposition. 

I.  Of  the  dynasties  of  the  Chronicle,  Dyn.  XVI  with  its 
viii  kings  headed  (since  it  is  the  Jirst  of  mortal  kings)  by 
Menes,  clearly  proves  the  historical  character,  if  proof  were 
needed,  of  Dyn.  I.  of  Africanus,  which  has  the  same  number 
of  kings,  and  the  same  place  at  the  head  of  the  monarchy, 
though  it  adds  63  years  to  the  190  of  the  Chronicle,  and 
varies  the  designation  from  “ Tanite  ” to  “ Thinite"  (the 
Egyptian  name  of  This,  Tetii,  facilitating  the  change).  Dyn. 
II  of  the  Chronicle,  being  “ Memphite,”  justifies  one  at 
least,  we  may  suppose  the  earliest,  of  the  Memphite  dynasties 
of  Africanus.  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle  identifies 
itself  with  the  last  184  years  of  the  last  four  out  of  the  six 
kings  of  Dyn.  XV  of  Africanus.  Dyn.  XVIII  and  XIX 
of  the  Chronicle  identify  themselves  with  XVIII  and  XIX, 
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and  XX  of  the  Chronicle  with  XX  and  part  of  XXI  of 
Africanus ; and  the  remaining  dynasties  of  the  Chronicle 
XXI,  XXII,  XXIII,  XXIV,  XXV,  XXVI,  XXVIII, 

XXIX  and  XXX  are  identifiable  upon  the  whole  with 
Dynasties  XXII,  XXIII,  XXIV,  XXV,  XXVI,  XXVII, 
XXIX,  and  XXX  of  Africanus,  though  the  subdivision  of 
the  chronological  space  covered  by  these  dynasties,  and  their 
designations  and  lengths,  vary  considerably  in  Africanus  from 
those  of  the  Chronicle.  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle 
having  been  put  back  to  its  true  place,  and  Dyn.  XXVIII 
of  Africanus,  intended,  no  doubt,  as  a substitute  for  it,  being 
neglected,  as  having  nothing  really  answering  to  it  in  the 
Chronicle,  the  whole  Beries  of  dynasties  from  XVIII  to 

XXX  inclusive  is  parallel,  and  the  chronological  space  co- 
vered by  them  identical,  as  we  shall  find,  in  the  two  schemes, 
except  that  three  years  of  the  1404  (for  so  many  there  are  in 
the  Chronicle)  have  in  the  list  of  Africanus  been  thrown  back 
to  the  very  commencement  of  the  monarchy,  and  six  other 
years  of  the  same  1404  are  in  the  list  of  Africanus  repre- 
sented by  the  six  of  its  Dyn.  XXVIII,  which  chronologically 
have  no  separate  place  of  their  own,  but  are  contained  in  the 
years  of  the  Persians.  So  then  Dyn.  XX  of  Africanus, 
although  anonymous,  is  by  comparison  of  the  scheme  of  the 
Chronicle  placed  beyond  all  reach  of  suspicion. 

II.  In  that  portion  of  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  which  has 
been  copied  by  Syncellus  from  Apollodorus  (a  detailed  ana- 
lysis of  it  shall  be  given  hereafter),  there  are  joint  allusions 
to  the  Chronicle,  Manetho,  and  the  monuments.  Dyn.  I of 
Africanus  is  identified  with  XVI  of  the  Chronicle,  and  its 
due  number  of  190  years  is  restored,  though  the  eight  kings 
are  for  certain  intelligible  reasons  compressed  to  five.  Dyn. 
II  of  Africanus  is  also  alluded  to,  its  sum  being  indicated, 
and  its  last  two  reigns  making  together  the  first  Memphite 
generation  of  Eratosthenes,  the  particulars  of  the  gigantic 
stature  of  Sesochris  fixing  his  identity.  Dyn.  Ill  appears 
more  fully ; also  IV  and  VI.  To  V there  is  no  allusion, 
though  its  historical  character  is  unquestionable ; but  Era- 
tosthenes had  only  a certain  limited  number  of  generations 
and  of  years  to  fill,  and  could  not  even  allude  to  all.  Nothing 
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whatever  appears  to  indicate  that  the  anonymous  dynasties 
VIII,  IX,  and  X (to  say  nothing  of  VII)  had  ever  existed  ; 
but  before  coming  to  names  plainly  belonging  to  Dyn.  XII, 
he  has  no  less  than  eight  kings  connected  with  Thebes  by 
the  surname  “ Ammonodotm  ” given  to  the  first  of  them. 
So  he  justifies  our  anticipation  that  the  Jirst  Theban 
Dynasty  in  Africanus,  viz.  Dyn.  XI,  although  nearly  ano- 
nymous, would  scarcely  turn  out  to  be  fictitious.  After  the 
names  connected  with  Dyn.  XII,  there  follow  yet  three 
names  belonging  neither  to  Dyn.  XII,  nor  to  XV,  nor  to 
XVIII  of  Africanus,  before  Syncellus  breaks  off,  so  that 
these  three  names  should  represent  that  third  dynasty  of 
Africanus  (guessed  from  the  sum  184  to  be  Dyn.  XIV) 
which  with  XI  and  XX,  though  anonymous,  is  to  be  al- 
lowed as  genuine.  As  regards  the  rest  of  the  list  of  Eratos- 
thenes, though  the  names  are  not  given,  we  know  the  number 
of  years  and  of  generations  still  to  follow,  and  comparing 
these  with  the  names  of  Manetho,  and  the  space  of  Manetlio 
and  the  Chronicle  still  remaining  unfilled,  we  may  collect 
that  he  must  certainly  have  filled  up  both  Dyn.  XX  and 
all  the  other  remaining  dynasties  of  Africanus  after  XVII, 
omitting,  beyond  a doubt,  the  Shepherds  of  Dyn.  XV,  and 
possibly  also  Amyrtseus,  if  he  perceived  that  his  Dynasty 
XXVIII  of  six  years  was  a mere  representation,  in  a place 
where  it  could  not  stand,  of  years  omitted  at  the  head  of 
Dynasty  XXVI. 

III.  On  the  existing  monuments  and  papyri  there  are 
(in  the  names  of  Menes  and  Athothis),  traces  though  not  con- 
temporary, of  Dyn.  I of  Africanus ; probably  also  on  some 
fragments  of  the  Turin  papyrus,  if  not  elsewhere,  there  are 
names  of  Dyn.  II.  The  names  of  the  uppermost  line  to  the 
left  in  the  Kamak  Chamber  of  Kings,  seem  to  have  been 
identified  by  Eratosthenes  or  his  informants  with  Sesorcheres 
of  Dyn.  II  and  other  kings  of  Dyn.  Ill  of  Africanus. 
The  names  of  Cboufou  or  Shouphou  (XAnJr  or  'Eov<f> is)  and 
Mencheres,  of  Dyn.  IV,  have  been  identified  beyond  a doubt 
in  the  pyramids  of  Gizeh.  Names  of  Dyn.  V,  called  Elephan- 
tinite  (or  it;  ’E \e<f>ainiin)s),  are  found  mixed  with  those  of  Dyn. 
IV  in  the  tombs  of  the  pyramid-field  near  Memphis,  show- 
ing pretty  clearly  that  they  were  more  closely  connected  with 
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Memphis  or  Heliopolis  than  with  Elephantine,  and  at  the 
same  time  attesting  the  historical  character  of  the  dynasty, 
though  unnoticed  by  Eratosthenes.  The  names  of  the  kings 
of  Dyn.  VI  also  occur,  especially  in  central  Egypt  Of 
the  anonymous  dynasties  VII,  VIII,  IX,  and  X,  there 
is  no  trace.  But  at  Thebes,  or  in  its  neighbourhood,  there 
are  names  and  tombs  of  early  kings  exceeding  in  number 
those  eight  for  which  alone  Eratosthenes  could  find  room 
before  the  representatives  of  Dyn.  XII,  and  justifying  the 
sixteen  Thebans  of  Dyn.  XI  in  the  lists  of  Africanus ; so 
that  Manetho  must  be  supposed  in  this  dynasty  of  Upper 
Egypt  rather  to  have  curtailed  its  years,  than  to  have  multi- 
plied its  kings ; whereas  in  Dyn.  I.  of  Africanus  (XVI  of  the 
Chronicle,)  we  have  found  him  doing  the  reverse.  And 
Eratosthenes,  who  there  reduces,  here  expands  his  years. 
Dyn.  XII.  appears  fully  on  the  monuments ; and  so  does 
another  dynasty  or  group  of  kings  (among  whom  the  names 
Sevekhotep  and  Neferhotep  are  frequent)  plainly  connected 
by  lineage  with  the  founders  of  Dyn.  XII,  and  by  locality 
with  Nubia  and  Upper  Egypt.  This  monumental  group 
answers  well  enough  to  that  anonymous  but  genuine  dynasty 
of  Africanus  which  we  have  guessed,  from  the  sum  184,  to  be 
Dyn.  XIV.  On  separate  monuments  eight  or  ten  names 
only  of  these  kings  have  as  yet  been  found  ■,  but  on  the  right 
Bide  of  the  Thothmes  Chamber  of  Karnak  there  are  no  less 
than  XXX  of  them  ; and  it  is  conceivable  that  XXVI  was  the 
number  in  the  original  Manetho, -(the  Karnak  Chamber  some- 
times gives  also  princes,)  and  that  the  lx  of  his  Dyn.  XIII 
was  meant  by  Ptolemy  to  include  all  the  kings,  in  number 
about  60,  who  are  represented  on  both  sides  of  the  same 
Karnak  Chamber.  Of  the  Shepherds  of  Dyn.  XV,  there 
is  only  one  name,  Apophis,  certainly  identified,  on  some 
fragments  of  the  temple  at  Tanis  ; and  the  emblem  of  the 
god  Sutech  or  Typhon  accompanies  this  name.  And  this 
may  probably  be  the  second  Apophis,  who  was  last  of  the 
Shepherds,  and  whose  short  reign,  omitted  by  Manetho,  gave 
occasion  to  a transposition  of  an  earlier  Apophis,  with  61 
years,  from  the  fourth  to  the  sixth  place : for  we  shall  see 
hereafter  that  such  a transposition  has  been  made  in  the  lists 
of  Africanus.  The  kings  of  XVIII,  XIX,  and  XX,  (not 
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of  XXI,  though  the  years  covered  by  it  are  placed  beyond 
all  doubt  by  the  Chronicle,)  and  again  of  XXII,  XXIII, 
XXIV,  XXV,  XXVI,  and  of  XXVIII,  (for  Amyrtacus 
reigned  over  part  of  the  Delta,  though  within  the  124 
years  of  the  Persians,)  and  lastly  of  XXIX  and  XXX, 
are  to  be  read  on  the  monuments. 

IV.  The  Turin  Papyrus  after  Gods,  as  Ra  and  Horns,  and 
Demigods,  as  Thoth  and  Ma,  in  vast  periods,  myriads  of 
years,  like  those  of  the  Chronicle  and  Manetho,  offers  names 
and  sums  of  years  connecting  themselves  with  the  general 
order  of  Manetho’s  dynasties  as  recoverable  from  the  lists  of 
Africanus.  Menes,  for  instance,  and  Athothis  stand  first  after 
the  Gods  and  Demigods  (the  last  of  whom  is  a Horus),  for 
the  commencement  of  Dyn.  I.  Baichos,  Ivaiechos,  Bi-netrou, 
Sethenes,  Choires,  and  Nephercheres,  are  perhaps  identifiable 
for  Dyn.  II,  Aches  for  Dyn.  Ill,  Soris  and  Mencheres  for 
IV,  Mencheres,  Tatcheres,  and  Onnos  for  V.  A reign  of 
above  90  years,  probably  94  (but  certainly  not  100  as  Era- 
tosthenes has  made  it,  and  as  Syncellus  casts  it  up  in  Dyn. 
VI  of  Africanus),  followed  by  a reign  of  only  one  year  and 
the  name  Nitocris,  sufficiently  identify  Dyn.  VI.  A Men- 
tuhotep  may  represent  XI.  The  whole  eight  kings  of  Dyn. 
XII  with  the  sum  of  the  dynasty  are  distinguishable  ; and, 
lastly,  there  are  found  a prodigious  number  of  kings  with 
extremely  short  reigns,  among  whom  the  throne-name  of 
Amenemhe  I,  and  the  names  Sevekhotep  and  Neferhotep 
are  frequently  repeated ; and  who  are  clearly  connected  by 
lineage  with  the  first  kings  of  Dyn.  XII,  and  by  locality,  as 
has  been  said  already,  with  Nubia  and  Upper  Egypt,  the 
names  being  the  same,  only  with  the  addition  of  many  more 
of  kindred  elements,  as  the  thirty  names  of  the  right-hand 
side  in  the  Thothmes  Chamber  of  Karnak.  So  these  names 
may  be  supposed  to  represent  Dyn.  XIV  of  Ksoites  or  Dios- 
polites,  according  as  the  one  name  or  the  other  was  con- 
nected with  the  sum  of  184  years  by  the  original  Manetho. 

Besides  names  and  figures  and  affinities,  and  a certain 
general  order  in  the  Turin  papyrus,  showing  that  hieratic 
papyri  of  the  same  kind  were  among  the  sources  used  by 
Manetho,  there  is  in  it  a further  peculiarity  which  may  pos- 
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sibly  throw  light  on  one  of  the  most  obscure  points  in  the 
earlier  part  of  Manetho’s  scheme,  viz.  the  nature  and  origin 
of  his  “ Manes  and  other  [mythical]  Kings,”  registered  by 
him  before  Menes.  Of  these  there  seem  to  be  four  dynasties 
in  an  order  the  inverse  to  that  of  the  Chronicle,  one  with  aii 
indefinite  number  of  kings  (perhaps  Theban)  in  1817  years, 
another  with  xxx  Memphite  kings  in  1790  years,  the  third 
with  ten  Thinite  kings  in  350  years  (being  35  years  to  each 
king  of  these  ten),  and  after  all  these  a fourth  with  a vast 
sum  of  5813  years.  But  in  the  Turin  MS.,  besides  a number 
of  ancient  names  of  kings  answering  in  their  general  charac- 
ter to  those  of  Dyn.  I and  II,  in  which  the  syllable  Iia  does 
not  as  yet  enter  into  composition,  and  names  identifiable  or 
spaces  connected  with  names  sufficient  to  correspond  to  those 
dynasties  I,  II,  III,  IV,  V,  VI,  XI,  XII  of  Africanus 
which  are  more  or  less  identifiable,  there  are  also  intermixed 
and  following  a number  of  other  names  not  to  be  found  in 
the  list  of  Africanus.  And  whatever  be  the  principle  on 
which  the  hieratic  MS.  was  written,  it  is  clear  that  its  mul- 
titude of  names  even  in  the  earlier  dynasties,  and  still  more 
after  Dyn.  XII,  in  what  one  may  call  the  Nubian  branch, 
wa3  not  fabricated  to  cover  a fabulous  number  of  generations 
of  ordinary  length,  as  Herodotus  understood  the  330  names 
of  kings,  read  to  him  doubtless  from  a very  similar  papyrus, 
to  be  intended  to  cover  a space  of  11,000  years.  On  the 
contrary,  a great  number  of  the  reigns,  where  the  figures 
have  been  preserved,  are  extremely  short,  so  that  a number 
of  them  being  put  together  give  in  one  case  an  average  of 
only  seven  years,  in  another  of  only  two  years  and  a half. 
It  is  open  then  to  imagine  that  the  principle  on  which  the 
MS.  was  constructed  was  that  rather  of  a genealogy  of  each 
family  that  had  reigned,  not  only  grown  men  who  had  actu- 
ally reigned  being  given,  but  also  those  whose  descendants 
more  or  less  remote  had  reigned  or  might  reign,  and  even 
infants,  who  while  they  lived  had  stood  for  a time  in  the 
line  of  succession.  All  such  names  crowned  only  after 
death  in  Amente,  or  on  paper,  might,  when  ejected  from 
his  own  fist  by  Manetho,  be  thrown  up  above  Menes, 
and  described  as  Manes,  i.  c.  kings  whose  reigns  were  only 
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after  death,  nominal,  in  Amente,  not  in  the  upper  world. 
And  the  large  sum  of  5813  years  (to  say  nothing  of  the 
three  sums  preceding),  need  make  no  objection  to  this  hypo- 
thesis, as  the  great  sums  in  Manetho,  and  in  the  Chronicle, 
and  in  other  sources,  are,  as  now  understood,  divisible  by 
twelve.  So  5813  will  be  reducible  to  484.5m. ; 1817  to 
151.5“  ; 1790  to  149.2“  ; 350  to  29.2“  And  infull  years 
the  ten  kings  supposed  to  be  ejected  from  the  Thinite  [or 
Tanite]  lists  would  have  not  quite  three  years  each : the 
thirty  kings  ejected  from  the  Memphite  lists  would  have  not 
quite  five  years  each  ; and  thirty  ejected  from  the  Theban 
lists  probably  about  the  same.  So  there  would  be  an  excess 
of  about  70  kings  in  the  hieratic  MS.  as  compared  with  the 
dynasties  of  Manetho  hitherto  accounted  for:  and  the 
average  quite  agrees  with  what  we  see  in  the  Turin  MS. 
So  to  the  end  of  Dyn.  XII  the  MS.  might  have  143  names 
in  something  under  6ix  columns  answering  to  the  73  names 
of  Manetho.  After  that  484  years  and  4 months  at  not  quite 
the  same  average  of  five  years  would  give  106  more  kings, 
seemingly  ejected  from  that  part  of  the  hieratic  MS.  which 
follows  after  Dyn.  XII,  and  in  which  the  Nubian  lineage 
connected  with  Dyn.  XII,  (and  so  also  with  Dyn.  XVIII 
and  XIX  below,  and  approaching  nearest  to  the  time  when 
the  papyrus  was  written,)  is  treated  with  such  prodigious 
development  If  we  suppose  30  kings  of  this  same  lineage, 
who  actually  reigned,  to  be  those  on  the  right  hand  side  in 
the  Karnak  Chamber,  and  30  or  26  to  be  the  true  number 
of  the  Ksoite  or  Diospolite  kings  (perhaps  a double  or  treble 
line)  with  184  years  in  Manetho,  we  shall  have  30+  106,  i.e. 
136  at  most,  (for  there  may  have  been  fewer,)  to  add  to  the 
143  obtained  before,  making  279  for  the  whole  number  of 
kings  contained  in  the  Turin  papyrus  in  its  XII  or  xm 
columns,  supposing,  as  seems  probable,  that  it  contained  no 
names  of  Dyn.  XVIII.  The  addition  of  52  more  would  still 
be  wanting  to  complete  the  331  kings  of  Herodotus  from 
Menes  to  Rameses  II.  or  III.  inclusive. 

V.  It  is  now  time  to  transcribe  and  compare  with  that 
part  of  the  lists  of  Africanus  with  which  they  correspond 
some  long  passages  of  narrative  containing  the  lists  of  two 
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dynasties,  and  the  first  two  names  of  a third,  happily  preserved 
to  us  by  Josephus  from  Book  II.  of  “ Manetho  himself.” 
“We  once  had  a king  named  Timarns.  In  his  time,  I know 
not  why,  God  was  unpropitious,  and  some  men  of  ignoble 
race  from  the  parts  to  the  East  in  a strange  way  had  the 
confidence  to  invade  our  country,  and  easily,  without  a battle, 
subdued  it.  And  having  subjected  to  themselves  them  that 
had  been  its  princes,  they  afterwards  cruelly  burned  the 
cities  and  demolished  the  temples  of  the  gods.  And  all  the 
inhabitants  of  the  country  they  used  most  barbarously, 
killing  some  and  reducing  others  with  their  whole  families  to 
slavery.  At  length  they  made  one  of  themselves  king, 
whose  name  was  Salatis.  And  he  resided  in  Memphis,  ex- 
acting tribute  both  from  the  Upper  and  the  Lower  country, 
and  having  garrisons  in  the  fittest  places.  Especially  he 
attended  to  the  strengthening  of  the  eastern  frontier ; fore- 
seeing that  the  Assyrians,  whose  power  was  then  getting 
very  great,  would  desire  to  invade  the  same  kingdom.  And 
having  observed  in  the  Saitic  (i.  e.  Setic  or  Sethroitic)  Nome, 
a city  very  conveniently  situated  to  the  east  of  the  Bubastic 
arm,  which  from  some  ancient  theological  reference  was 
named  Avaris  [i.  e. ' A/3ap6iro\is,  or  Hebrseopolis],  he  built 
it  and  made  its  walls  exceedingly  strong,  and  garrisoned  it 
with  a force  of  240,000  men.  Thither  he  was  used  to  go  in 
the  summer  season,  both  to  collect  his  tributes  in  corn  and 
to  pay  his  troops,  and  also  by  constant  exercises  and  re- 
views to  strike  terror  into  the  peoples  beyond  the  frontier. 


“ Salatis  died  after  a reign  of  years  ...  19. 

Another,  Bnon  [Bawi/,  Sync.~\  succeeded 

him,  and  reigned 44. 

Then  another,  Apachnas  ......  36.7m. 

Then  again  Apophis 61. 

And  Janias 50.  lm. 

And  lastly  Assis 49.2m. 


[Sum  259.10m.] 

“ And  these  six  were  the  first  among  them  who  became 
rnlers,  ever  warring  upon  [7roXe/iowr£y,  persecuting]  Egypt, 
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and  seeking  more  and  more  to  pluck  out  its  root.  The 
whole  people  of  them  collectively  were  called  Hyk-shos,  i.  e. 
Shepherd-kings ; for  llyk  in  the  hieratic  dialect  means  a king, 
and  Shos  both  in  the  hieratic  and  in  the  vulgar  idiom  is  a 
shepherd  or  shepherds,  and  so  put  together  they  form  Hyk- 
slws.  Some  say  that  they  were  Arabs”  [Shos  or  Shasou  being 
the  common  designation  of  the  Asiatic  nomads,  and  first 
and  chiefly  of  the  Arabs,  as  Bedouin  is  often  used  now]. 
“ These  above-named  kings  of  the  people  called  Shepherds, 
and  their  posterity,  held  Egypt  (Manetho  says)  511  years. 

“ After  these  things  the  kings,  he  says,  who  were  in  the 
Thebaid  and  in  the  rest  of  Egypt  rebelled  againBt  the 
Shepherds,  and  they  had  a great  and  long  war,  till  in  the 
time  of  a king  named  Alisphragmuthosis  ” [seemingly  cor- 
rupted in  the  MSS.  from  Misphragmuthosis,  as  is  written 
elsewhere  by  metathesis  for  Miphra-Thuthmosis,  the  fifth 
name  in  the  list  of  Dyn.  XVIII],  “ the  Shepherds,  he  says, 
having  been  by  him  defeated,  lost  all  the  rest  of  Egypt,  and 
were  hemmed  in  within  a place  which  was  10,000  arouree  in 
circumference,  named  Avaris.  All  this  space,  Manetho  says, 
the  Shepherds  surrounded  with  a vast  and  strong  wall,  that 
they  might  hold  there  in  security  all  their  possessions  the 
spoils  of  Egypt. 

“ And  Thummosis  (fipovOwais,  Spdxris),  the  son  of  Alis- 
phragmuthosis, endeavoured  to  reduce  them  by  siege,  block- 
ading the  place  with  480,000  men ; but  at  length,  despairing 
of  success  by  that  way,  he  made  a convention  with  them  that 
they  should  depart  unmolested  whither  they  would  ; where- 
upon they,  with  all  their  families  and  possessions,  being  in 
number  not  fewer  than  240,000,  went  out  from  Egypt  into 
the  desert  towards  Syria;  but,  fearing  the  power  of  the 
Assyrians,  (for  the  Assyrians  were  then  masters  of  Asia,) 
they  built,  in  the  country  which  is  now  called  Juda;a,  a city 
large  enough  to  contain  all  that  multitude  of  their  people, 
and  named  it  Jerusalem.” 

“ (In  another  book  of  the  Alyvmiaica  Manetho  says  that 
‘ This  nation  ’ of  the  people  called  Shepherds,  ‘ are  in  our 
hieratic  books  called  bondsmen.’)  ” 

“ After  the  people  of  the  Shepherds  had  gone  out  from 
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Egypt  to  Jerusalem,  Tethmosis,  the  king  who  had  driven 
them  out  of  Egypt,  reigned  after  their  expulsion 


“ [Tethmosis  i.  e.  Amosis]  . . years 

25.  4™. 

And  his  son  Chebron  succeeding  reigned 

13. 

After  whom  Amenopliis  .... 

20.  7“. 

After  him  Amesses,  [his]  sister, . 

21.  9”. 

After  her  Miphres  [L  e.  Thothmes  III.  Mi- 

phra-Thuthmosis]  ..... 

12.  9m. 

After  him  Miphramuthosis  [L  c.  the  same  as 

above, reduplicated, but  really  Amenophll.] 

25.10m. 

After  him  Thmosis  ..... 

9.  8™. 

After  him  Amenophis  .... 

30.10“ 

After  him  Horus 

36.  5“ 

After  him  Acenchres  [his]  daughter  . 

12.  1“ 

After  her  Rathotis  [her]  brother. 

9. 

After  him  Acencheres  .... 

12.  5“ 

After  him  another  Acencheres  . 

12.  3m. 

After  him  Armais  ..... 

4.  1”. 

After  him  Harnesses  ..... 

1.  4“. 

After  him  Armesses  Miammous  . 

66.  2”. 

After  him  Amenophis  .... 

19.  6“ 

[Sum  333.] 

“ After  him  [reigned]  Sethosis,  who  is  also  Harnesses,  who 
was  strong  in  cavalry,  and  had  a fleet  on  the  sea. 

“ This  king  made  his  brother  Armais  his  deputy  to  govern 
Egypt,  giving  him  all  the  prerogatives  of  royalty  with  only 
these  restrictions,  that  he  was  not  to  wear  the  crown,  nor  ill- 
treat  the  queen,  the  mother  of  the  young  princes,  nor  touch 
any  of  the  other  royal  concubines.  And  having  thus  pro- 
vided, he  himself  invaded  first  Cyprus  and  Phoenicia,  and 
afterwards  Assyria  and  Media,  and  subdued  them  all,  some 
by  force  of  arms,  and  others  without  a blow,  by  the  mere 
terror  of  his  power.  And  being  elated  by  his  successes,  he 
advanced  still  more  confidently,  subduing  the  cities  and 
countries  towards  the  East. 

“ And  when  now  a long  time  had  passed,  Armais,  who 
had  been  left  in  Egypt,  began  to  do  without  scruple  just 
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the  contrary  to  all  his  brother’s  injunctions ; for  he  took  the 
queen  by  force  to  himself,  and  lived  freely  with  the  other 
concubines  as  his  own,  and  wore  at  the  suggestion  of  his 
friends  the  crown,  and  openly  set  up  for  himself  against  his 
brother. 

“ But  the  chief  of  the  priests  of  Egypt  wrote  and  sent  a 
letter  to  Sethosis,  informing  him  of  all,  and  that  his  brother 
Armais  had  set  up  for  himself ; wherefore  he  immediately 
returned  to  Pelusium,  and  recovered  his  own  kingdom.  And 
the  country  was  called  from  his  name  “ Egypt for  Manetho 
says  that  Sethosis  was  called  Egyptus,  and  his  brother  Ar- 
mais Danaus.” — Jos.  Contr.  Ap.  lib.  i.  c.  14,  15. 

In  this  passage  the  Shepherd  kings,  conquered  by  Amosis 
the  founder  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  are  purposely  made  to  cover 
and  include  the  Hebrew  bondsmen  oppressed  by  Mephres- 
Tethmosis  III.  or  Misphragmuthosis,  and  suffered  to  leave 
Egypt  in  the  first  year  of  his  son  and  successor  Amenoph  II., 
94  years  after  the  overthrow  and  expulsion  of  the  Shepherds. 
And  the  Shepherds  thus  confounded  with  the  Hebrews  are 
made  to  settle  in  Judaea  and  build  Jerusalem,  which  was 
really  taken  and  “ built  ” by  the  Hebrews  only  in  the  time 
of  king  David. 

In  another  passage  extracted  by  Josephus,  Manetho,  Ik  tuv 
ahetrjrbrws  pv6evo/jJva>v,  gives  avowedly  an  account  of  the 
Hebrews,  whom  he  represents  as  a mixed  people  of  lepers 
and  other  unclean  outcasts,  partly  descended  from  the 
Shepherds,  expelled  long  before,  and  partly  of  Egyptian 
origin.  He  confounds  both  them  and  the  Shepherds  with  cer- 
tain sun-worshipping  Shasou,  who  ruled  Egypt  between  the 
reigns  of  Amenoph  III.  and  Ilorus;  and  represents  their 
Exodus,  under  a leader  who  is  Joseph  and  Moses  blended  into 
one  person,  as  a victorious  expulsion  by  Sethosis-Rameses 
the  head  of  Dyn.  XIX,  son  of  Amenoph  the  last  king  of 
Dyn.  XVIII,  above  333  years  of  his  own  reckoning  (really 
above  348)  from  the  expulsion  of  the  Shepherds,  254  from 
the  true  Exodus  of  the  Hebrews,  and  173.3”.  after  the  13 
years  of  the  admitted  subjection  of  Egypt  to  impious  Asi- 
atics, which  intervene  really  between  Amenoph  III.  and 
Horus.  He  even  preserves  Amenoph  II.  and  III.  as  if  sur- 
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viving  under  the  same  name  in  the  later  Amcnoph,  father  of 
Sethosis,  to  enjoy  the  poetical  retribution.  Josephus,  how- 
ever, though  he  perceives  that  anyhow  there  will  be  incon- 
sistency and  absurdity,  and  complains  that  the  Amenophis 
introduced  is  a fictitious  king,  whose  epoch  and  reign  Ma- 
netho  dares  not  fix,  thinks  it  least  absurd  to  understand  the 
Amenophis  son  of  Rampses,  and  Rameses  or  Rampses  (who 
however  should  be  also  Sethosis)  son  of  Amenophis,  who 
figure  in  the  passage  about  to  be  given,  to  be  the  third  and 
fourth  kings  of  Dynasty  XIX,  for  he  introduces  the  extract 
as  follows : 

“ Manetho,  relating  that  our  ancestors  [he  means  the 
Shepherds]  came  with  many  myriads  into  Egypt,  and  subdued 
it,  and  acknowledging  that  after  that  they  ” [but  Manetho 
merges  the  Hebrews  in  the  Shepherds,  and  the  true  Exodus 
in  the  expulsion  of  the  Shepherds  94  years  earlier,  and  by  no 
means  acknowledges  the  Hebrews  at  all  in  that  former  narra- 
tive] “ went  out  and  occupied  the  present  Judaea,  and  built 
Jerusalem  and  its  Temple,  thus  far  follows  ancient  histories;” 
[so  Josephus  was  willing  to  have  it  believed  ;]  “ but  after- 
wards giving  himself  license  by  saying  that  he  will  write  the 
stories  commonly  credited  about  the  Jews,  he  inserts  worth- 
less tales,  seeking  to  confound  with  us  a multitude  of  Egyp- 
tian lepers  and  other  unclean  outcasts.  For  adding  also  a 
king  Amenophis,  a false  name,  and  on  this  account  not 
daring  to  fix  the  time  of  his  reign,  (though  he  gives  the 
years  of  the  rest  with  precision  enough,)  he  hangs  upon  him 
certain  fables,  forgetting  how  he  had  written  that  the 
Shepherds  went  out  to  Jerusalem  about  518  years  before. 
For  Tethmosis  [L  e.  Amosis]  was  king  when  they  went  out. 
But  from  him  the  interval  to  the  two  brothers  Sethos  and 
Hermaeus,  sumamed  Egyptus  and  Danaus,  is  393  years”  [i.  e. 
reckoning  at  top  the  year  of  the  expulsion  of  the  Shepherds, 
and  at  bottom  the  59  of  Sethos,  which  are  so  inadvertently 
reduplicated].  “ And  after  expelling  the  latter, 

“ Sethos  reigned  years  . . . .59 

“ And  the  eldest  of  his  sons,  Rapsakes  . 66 

[And  393  + 125  make  518.]  “ Having  then  already  confessed 
that  our  fathers  went  out  so  many  years  earlier,  and  then 

i 


Digitized  by  Google 


114 


EGYPTIAN  CHB0NICLE8. 


having  invented  and  put  in  an  interpolated  king  whom  he 
names  Amenophis,  he  goes  on  and  says : 

“ This  king  desired  to  behold  the  Gods,  like  Horus,  one 
of  the  kings  who  had  reigned  before  him;”  [alluding  pro- 
bably to  the  same  story  as  is  given  by  Herodotus,  only  with 
the  name  of  Hercules  instead  of  Horus,  Horus  the  God 
being  the  predecessor  intended,  rather  than  the  king  of  Dyn. 
XVIII;]  “and  he  communicated  his  desire  to  a priest  named 
like  himself  Amenophis,  son  of  Papis,  who  seemed  to  partake 
of  the  divine  nature  by  his  wisdom  and  prescience.  Amd 
this  his  namesake  told  him  that  he  might  have  his  wish  and 
see  the  Gods,  if  he  would  first  cleanse  the  whole  country 
from  lepers  and  all  other  unclean  persons  then  in  it. 

“ The  king,  well  pleased,  collected  together  from  all 
Egypt  all  such  as  had  any  defect  in  their  bodies,  to  the  num- 
ber of  80,000 ; and  these  he  put  into  the  quarries  on  the  east 
side  of  the  Nile,  to  work  there  and  to  be  kept  separate  from 
the  rest  of  the  Egyptians.  Now  there  were  among  them, 
he  says,  some  learned  men  of  the  priests  who  were  affected 
with  leprosy.  And  that  Amenophis,  the  sage  and  prophet, 
who  has  been  mentioned  already,  began  to  fear  lest  the 
wrath  of  the  gods  should  be  provoked  both  against  himself 
and  the  king,  if  it  should  appear  that  violence  were  done 
them;  and  he  added  this  prediction,  that  certain  people  should 
come  to  the  aid  of  the  unclean,  and  should  be  masters  of 
Egypt  for  13  years.  Not  daring,  however,  to  say  this  to 
the  king,  he  wrote  all  in  a paper  to  leave  behind  him,  and 
put  an  end  to  himself,  at  which  the  king  was  greatly  dis- 
tressed and  dispirited. 

“ And  then  he  writes  word  for  word  thus : * After  a con- 
siderable time,  those  people  becoming  impatient  of  the  hard- 
ships they  endured  in  the  quarries,  the  king  was  petitioned 
to  set  apart  for  their  relief  and  shelter  the  city  of  Avaris 
which  was  then  empty,  as  it  had  been  evacuated  by  the 
Shepherds,  and  he  granted  it.  Now  that  city,  according  to 
the  theology,  is  from  of  old  Typhonian  ’ [i.  e.  under  the  in- 
fluence of  a malignant  deity]. 

“ They  having  come  thither,  and  having  this  place  con- 
venient for  a revolt,  set  up  as  their  leader  a certain  man 
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formerly  of  the  priests  of  Heliopolis,  named  Osarsiph,”  [a 
name  altered  from  Joseph,]  “ and  bound  themselves  by  oath 
to  obey  him  in  all  things.  He  first  made  them  a law  that 
they  should  neither  worship  the  gods,  nor  abstain  from  any 
of  the  sacred  animals,  not  even  from  those  most  venerated  in 
Egypt,  but  should  sacrifice  and  eat  all  alike ; and  that  they 
should  intermarry  with  none  but  such  as  had  sworn  to  their 
covenant.  Having  made  such  laws  as  these,  and  many 
others  directly  opposed  to  the  customs  of  the  Egyptians,  he 
gave  command  that  all  their  multitude  should  work  at 
strengthening  the  walls  of  the  city,  and  hold  themselves  in 
readiness  for  the  war  which  he  designed  against  Amcnophis 
the  king ; while  he,  taking  to  him  some  more  priests  and 
others  of  those  similarly  unclean,  sent  an  embassy,  which  he 
headed  himself,  to  the  Shepherds  who  had  been  driven  out  by 
Tethmosis,  to  the  city  called  Jerusalem,  and  informing  them 
of  all  that  had  befallen  himself  and  the  rest  who  had  been 
ignominiously  treated  with  him,  he  asked  them  to  join  him, 
and  with  one  consent  to  attack  Egypt.  He  promised  first  of 
all  that  he  would  reinstate  them  in  Avaris,  their  ancestral 
country,  and  supply  their  host  with  all  things  needful  in 
abundance,  and  fight  for  them,”  [inreppa-xytreffdai,  take  their 
part  and  protect,]  “ as  occasion  might  require,  and  assured 
them  that  he  would  without  difficulty  make  the  country 
subject  to  them.  They  joyfully  agreed,  and  marching  all  of 
them  at  once,  to  the  number  of  200,000  men,  within  a short 
time  arrived  at  Avaris. 

“ Amenophis,  the  king  of  Egypt,  when  he  heard  of  their 
invasion,  was  in  great  consternation,  remembering  the  pro- 
phecy of  Amenophis,  the  son  of  Papis.  And  having  first  as- 
sembled the  multitude  of  the  Egyptians,  and  having  con- 
sulted with  their  chiefs,  he  sent  for  the  sacred  animals,  for 
those,  that  is,  which  have  the  highest  honours  in  the  temples, 
and  gave  orders  to  the  priests  in  each  locality  to  hide  the 
images  of  the  gods  as  carefully  as  possible.  And  his  son 
Sethos,  also  called  Ramesses,  from  Rampses,  his  [own]  father, 
being  then  a boy  of  five  years  old,  he  put  out  to  be  taken 
care  of  by  his  friend.  Then  crossing  and  marching  with  the 
rest  of  the  Egyptians,  being  300,000  most  valiant  men,  he 
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came  up  with  the  enemy,  who  advanced  to  meet  him,  but  he 
did  not  join  battle ; for  he  scrupled  lest  he  should  be  fight- 
ing against  the  Gods.  So  he  turned,  and  came  back  to 
Memphis ; and  taking  with  him  Apis  and  the  other  sacred 
animals  which  he  had  sent  for,  and  which  had  been  brought 
thither,  he  went  straight  up  the  country  into  Ethiopia  with 
all  his  army  and  the  multitude  [i.  e.  all  the  principal  people] 
of  the  Egyptians ; for  the  king  of  the  Ethiopians  was  under 
obligations  to  him,  and  was  ready  to  serve  him.  [But  in  truth 
Ethiopia  during  all  the  time  of  this  dynasty  had  no  separate 
king.]  Wherefore,  receiving  him  and  all  the  accompanying 
multitudes,  he  supplied  their  wants  with  all  such  provisions 
as  the  country  afforded,  and  allotted  them  a sufficient  number 
of  cities  and  villages  in  which  to  pass  the  13  years  for  which 
he  was  destined  te  be  deprived  of  his  throne ; and  further, 
he  encamped  an  Ethiopian  army  of  observation  on  the  frontier, 
to  assure  the  safety  of  King  Amenophis. 

“ While  these  things  were  passing  in  Ethiopia,  the  Jeru- 
salemites (SoXv/xtrai)  having  come  down,  and  having  joined 
the  leprous  Egyptians,  they  both  together  treated  the  in- 
habitants with  such  barbarity,  that  the  [earlier]  domination 
of  the  first-mentioned  [the  Shepherds]  seemed  to  have  been 
a golden  time  to  such  as  saw  the  impieties  and  atrocities  now 
committed.  For  they  not  only  set  fire  to  the  cities  and  vil- 
lages, nor  were  content  with  insulting  or  mutilating  the 
images  of  the  gods,  but  they  even  roasted  and  ate  the  sacred 
animals  which  were  worshipped,  and  forced  priests  and  pro- 
phets to  sacrifice  and  slay  these,  or  cast  them  out  naked 
[from  their  offices  and  possessions].  And  it  is  said  that  the 
priest  who  instituted  their  polity  and  laws,  being  by  origin 
an  Heliopolite,  named  Osarsiph”  [i.  e.  Joseph,  son-in-law  of 
the  chief  priest  of  Heliopolis,  made  to  derive  his  name  from 
Osiris],  “ from  Osiris  the  god  worshipped  in  Heliopolis,  when 
he  went  over  to  these  people,  changed  his  name,  and  was 
called  Moses.” — Jos.  Contr.  Ap.,  lib.  i.  c.  26. 

“ Manetho  says  again  that  ‘ After  this,  Amenophis  re- 
turned from  Ethiopia  with  a great  force,  and  his  son  Bamp- 
ses  too,  heading  another  army  of  his  own;  and  both  together 
encountering  the  Shepherds  (Shasoo)  and  the  unclean,  they 
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routed  them,  slew  multitudes,  and  pursued  the  rest  to  the 
borders  of  Syria.’” — Jos.  Contr.  Ap.,  lib.  i.  c.  27. 

These  extracts  preserved  by  Josephus  suffice  to  show  how 
Manetho  interposed  in  his  narrative  lists  of  kings  supplied 
by  the  hieratic  MSS. ; and  how  their  methodical  exactness 
in  enumerating  for  each  reign  its  years,  months,  and  even 
days  (in  which  last  point  they  were  not  followed  by  Ma- 
netho), contrasted  with  the  mythical  character  of  his  own 
text.  So  that  both  opinions  held  concerning  him  arc  justi- 
fied ; on  the  one  hand,  that  his  work  was  of  great  historical 
value ; on  the  other,  that  he  was  an  impudent  fabler,  in 
whose  stories  different  persons,  names,  times,  and  events  are 
blended  and  confused  together,  so  that  they  need  to  be  ana- 
lysed and  separated  into  their  original  elements.  And  when 
this  is  done,  even  these  stories  arc  valuable,  as  being  of  pure 
Egyptian  origin,  quite  unlike  the  later  fables  of  writers  who 
had  become  acquainted  through  the  LXX.  version  with  more 
or  less  of  the  contents  of  the  books  of  Moses.  And,  though 
fables,  they  are  each  in  their  details  a tissue  of  allusions  to 
real  history.  Into  a closer  examination  this  is  not  the  place 
to  enter : but  we  see  now  what  is  meant  when  it  is  said  that 
the  Chronographer  collected  out  of  Manetho  a certain  sum  of 
years ; since  he  had  need  to  pick  out  the  historical  lists  de- 
rived from  the  hieratic  papyri  from  the  fabling  narrative  in 
which  they  were  interposed. 

In  the  passages  given  by  Josephus  there  are  the  full  lists 
of  two  dynasties,  viz.  XV  and  XVIII,  of  Africanus,  and 
the  first  two  names  of  XIX.  But  if  these  are  taken  to- 
gether with  the  narrative,  and  if  all  the  statements  of  the 
narrative  are  supposed  to  be  consistent,  and  of  equal  autho- 
rity, there  ought  to  be  a succession  of  other  Shepherd  kings 
during  exactly  251  years  and  two  months  (51 1—259.10“.=; 
251. 2m.)  between  the  death  of  Assis  the  last  of  the  six 
Shepherds  of  Dyn.  XV  of  Africanus,  and  the  accession  of 
Alisphragmuthosis,  Misphragmuthosis,  Tethmosis,  or  what- 
ever name  be  given  him,  who  founded  Dyn.  XVIII,  and 
reigned  25  years  and  4 months  “ after  expelling  the  Shep- 
herds.” But  from  the  sum  which,  as  we  shall  see  below, 
he  “ collected,”  it  is  clear  that  the  Chronographer,  that  is 
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Eratosthenes,  gave  no  place  to  any  such  anonymous  “ de- 
scendants ” of  the  six  Shepherds  above-named,  nor  to  any 
interval  of  251  years  between  them  and  Dyn.  XVIIL  And, 
what  is  more,  even  the  re-editor  and  amplifier  of  Manetho, 
Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  or  whoever  else  he  was,  though  he  had 
here  an  opportunity  of  building  one,  or  if  he  pleased  two 
fresh  dynasties,  with  251  years,  out  of  a distinct  assertion  of 
Manetho,  gives  instead  two  dynasties  of  “ other  Shepherds,” 
(we  need  not  dwell  upon  the  designation”  EXkrjves,)  not  even 
adding  from  Manetho  “ descendants  of  the  preceding,”  the 
one  dynasty  with  518,  the  other  with  151  years.  So  he 
agrees  with  Eratosthenes  in  entirely  neglecting  the  express 
assertion  of  Manetho’s  text,  that  the  whole  domination  of 
the  six  Shepherds  and  their  descendants  from  first  to  last 
covered  a space  of  511  years.  In  the  same  way  there  arc 
13  years  mentioned,  during  which  Amenoph,  the  father  of 
Sethos,  was  driven  from  his  throne ; and  some  years  of  Ar- 
maus-Danaus,  during  the  absence  of  his  brother  Sethos, 
whose  59  years  are  said  to  be  all  “ after  the  recovery  of  his 
kingdom,  and  the  expulsion  of  his  brother  Danaus.”  The 
Chonographer  then  had  to  divine  what  was  the  truth ; and 
he  decided  that,  whatever  facts  might  be  alluded  to  under 
the  stories  connected  with  these  years,  the  19  years  of  Amc- 
noph  (at  the  end  of  Dyn.  XVIII  of  Africanus)  and  the  59 
of  Sethos  (at  the  commencement  of  XIX)  were  alone  to  b© 
admitted  and  reckoned.  So  neglecting  with  him,  and  even 
with  the  author  of  the  lists  of  Africanus,  the  incidental 
statements  of  the  text  of  the  original  Manetho,  and  extract- 
ing only  those  lists  of  kings  which  are  given  with  the  years 
and  months  of  each  reign,  we  obtain  through  Josephus  a dis- 
tinct confirmation  of  our  inference  already  made  on  other 
grounds,  that  the  Diospolitan  Dynasty  XVIII,  which  ex- 
pelled the  Shepherds,  followed  immediately  after  that  which 
stands  as  XV  in  the  lists  of  Africanus.  This  latter  then 
was  really  Dyn.  XVII  in  the  series  of  the  original  Manetho 
(for  there  is  no  doubt  that  he  numbered  and  distinguished 
the  XXX  Dynasties,  though  he  by  no  means  exhibited 
them  in  a tabular  form,  which  would  have  been  only  parad- 
ing the  inconsistency  of  his  general  narrative).  And  that 
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such  was  also  the  true  historical  succession  is  confirmed  from 
other  sources,  of  which  one,  and  a remarkable  one,  is  this:— 
Syncellus  mentions  that  it  is  a {>oint  “ agreed  upon  by  all, 
that  Joseph  came  into  Egypt  under  Apophis,”  the  fourth, 
according  to  the  original  Manctho  of  Josephus,  of  the  six 
Shepherd  kings.  But  this  fact,  agreed  upon  by  all,  and  yet 
reeoncileable  with  the  chronology  of  none  (for  it  agrees 
neither  with  that  of  Africanus,  nor  with  that  of  Eusebius, 
nor,  taking  the  list  as  it  stands  in  Josephus,  even  with  that 
of  Syncellus  himself),  must  be  supposed  to  rest  upon  some 
other  anterior  foundation.  And  if  we  reckon  back  from  the 
commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII  in  B.c.  1748, 94  years  before 
the  Exodus,  according  to  our  joint  scale  of  sacred  and  profane 
chronology  collected  from  the  Egyptian  Chronicle  and  Jo- 
sephus, we  find  the  130th  year  before  the  accession  of 
Amosis,  that  is,  the  year  of  Joseph’s  advancement  coincid- 
ing nearly  with  B.C.  1878,  to  be  according  to  Manetho’s  list 
of  the  six  Shepherds  in  Josephus  the  3 1st  year  of  Apophis ; 
and  so,  Joseph  having  been  born,  as  it  appears,  in  the  first 
year  of  the  reign  of  Apophis,  his  coming  into  Egypt  in  his 
own  17th  year  falls  also  naturally  in  the  17th  year  of  the 
reign  of  the  same  king,  b.c.  1892. 

Hitherto  we  have  been  going  on  the  assumption  that  the 
original  Manetho  made  in  his  three  books  xxx  dynasties 
in  all,  and  that  within  these,  and  naturally  in  Book  I.,  the 
seven  mythological  groups  given  by  Eusebius  from  Afri- 
canus were  included.  And  to  make  room  for  the  restoration 
of  these  seven  groups  as  dynasties  to  their  proper  places,  we 
have  been  bringing  together  indications  from  six  distinct 
sources,  which  have  concurred  to  justify  the  ejection  of  the 
anonymous  Dynasties  VII,  VIII,  IX,  X,  XIII,  XVI,  and 
XVII  of  the  lists  of  Africanus. 

"VVe  shall  now  begin  afresh;  and  forgetting  for  the  moment 
what  first  suggested  or  has  since  justified  the  ejection  of 
these  seven  anonymous  dynasties,  we  shall  assume,  as  if  ar- 
bitrarily, that  those  twenty-three  dynasties  of  Africanus 
which  arc  numbered  I,  II,  III,  IV,  V,  VI,  XI,  XII,  XIV, 
XV,  XVIII,  and  so  on  to  XXX  inclusive,  were  alone 
originally  the  dynasties  of  ordinary  kings  from  Mcnes,  and 
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that  they  were  numbered  by  Manetho  himself  as  Dynasties 
VIII,  IX,  X,  XI,  XII,  XIII,  XIV,  XV,  XVI,  XVII, 
XVIII,  respectively,  and  so  on,  the  dynasties  from  XVIII 
to  XXX  inclusive  being  identical  as  regards  their  numbering 
in  the  two  schemes.  To  this  assumption,  presented  as  a mere 
arbitrary  hypothesis,  we  shall  apply  a test  which  is  furnished 
by  Syncellus,  but  which  he  derived  probably  through  Apol- 
lodorus  from  Eratosthenes. 

“Manetho,”  says  Syncellus,  “the  most  celebrated  his- 
torian of  the  Egyptians,  writing  of  the  same  XXX  Dynas- 
ties,” (the  same,  that  is,  with  those  of  the  Chronicle  described 
and  copied  out  from  Africanus  just  before,)  “or  at  least 
taking  them  for  his  base,  differs  much  from  them  in  his  spaces 
of  time,  as  may  be  seen  both  from  what  has  been  said  above, 
and  from  what  shall  be  said  further.  For  from  the  contents 
of  his  three  books,that  is  to  say,  from  the  exm  generations 
in  XXX  dynasties,  the  Chronographer,”  [6  ■ypovos  being  a 
corruption  from  6 %pavoypd<f>os  written  contractedly],  “ col- 
lected a sum  total  of  3555  years,  ending  about  15  years 
before  the  cosmocracy  of  Alexander.”  “ 'O  Si  M ave0<o  irtpl 
twv  avrSsv  X'  Svvaoreicov  ypdyfras,  Ik  tovtwv  SrfXaSrj  Xaj3a>v 
rds  dtf>oppds,  Kara  iroXv  Sia<f>eovei  i repl  rovs  xpovout  Trpbs 
ravra  [ ravras  ?]....  Twv  yap  iv  to  is  y ropais  piy  yevemv 
iv  Swaa-reuui  X' dvwyeypappJvtov  airrwv  [ai/rcii,Corrigit  Buns.], 
6 Xpovoypd<f>os  ra  Tama  avvrj^sv  enj  p/<f>ve  . . . Xrj^ama  irpo 
tt)s  ’A XefcavSpov  tov  M axeSovos  Koaporcparopias  err)  tzov  is'.” — 
(Sync.  Chronograph.,  p.  52.) 

It  is  clear  that,  in  this  passage,  the  sum  of  years  spoken 
of  by  Syncellus  is  that  of  the  kings,  and  that  conse- 
quently they  were  collected  not  from  all  “ the  xxx  dy- 
nasties” of  the  original  Manetho,  but  from  those  only  of  the 
XXX  which  contained  the  years  of  kings  from  Menes,  Syn- 
cdlus  here  identifying  the  original  with  the  Manetho  of 
Africanus,  in  which  the  years  of  the  kings  form  the  whole 
contents  both  of  the  three  books  and  of  the  thirty  dynasties. 
The  exm  generations  of  the  Chronicle  being  certainly 
not  reproduced  in  any  sense  in  the  Manetho  of  Africa- 
nus, while  they  are  distinctly  exhibited,  though  in  a varied 
form,  by  the  latest  pseudo-Manctho  of  Anianus  and  Pano- 
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dorus,  often  followed  by  Syncellus,  it  would  be  natural  to 
suppose  that  the  ascription  of  the  cxm  generations  to  the 
original  Manetho  was  also  a confused  addition  of  Syn- 
cellus’s  own.  But  there  is  reason  to  think  that  Manetho 
really  reckoned  cxm  average  generations  of  time  (not 
cxm  names  or  reigns  of  kings).  For  3555  divided  by 
113  gives  an  average  of  31  years  and  about  5 months, 
which  of  itself  agreeing  neither  with  the  general  average  of 
the  Chronicle  for  its  reigns  or  royal  generations,  which  is 
24),  nor  with  the  average  of  Herodotus  for  lives,  which  is 
33),  would  rather  discourage  the  thought  that  Manetho 
reckoned  in  any  such  peculiar  generations  of  his  own.  But 
when  we  look  into  the  sums  of  his  dynasties  of  kings,  we 
find  that,  in  the  first  six,  that  is,  in  all  the  ancient  dy- 
nasties of  Lower  Egypt,  their  forty-eight  kings  in  1491 
years  have,  one  with  another,  reigns  not  merely  of  24)  years 
each,  the  full  average  of  the  Chronicle,  but  of  something 
over  31  years,  being  very  nearly  that  peculiar  average  of 
31  £ which  is  obtained  on  division  of  3555  by  113;  (and 
Dyn.  I.  of  Africanus  actually  has  for  its  reigns  the  full  ave- 
rage of  31);)  while  the  113  kings  of  all  the  other  following 
dynasties  exclusively  of  Dyn.  XIV  of  Afric.,  have,  if  taken 
together,  in  1880  years,  an  average  of  only  16)  years  to  each. 
So  we  may  supjmse  that  his  idea  was  to  give  cxm  average 
generations,  in  the  sense  of  lives,  not  reigns,  to  the  monarchy; 
hut  that,  for  some  reason  connected  with  the  symmetry  of  his 
scheme,  he  made  his  generations  somewhat  shorter  than  they 
would  have  been,  had  he  followed  the  usual  calculation  of 
three  to  a century,  and  somewhat  longer  than  the  ana- 
logous “ xv  generations  of  the  Cycle  ” occurring  in  the 
Old  Chronicle. 

“ The  Chronographer  ” is  no  doubt  Eratosthenes,  though 
it  was  through  Apollodorus,  probably,  as  has  been  said  above, 
that  Syncellus  derived  his  information.  It  is  plain  that 
Eratosthenes,  in  setting  about  the  task  imposed  on  him  by 
the  king,  would  have,  as  a first  step,  to  consider  and  compare 
the  sums  and  averages  given  to  the  kings  after  Menes  by  the 
Chronicle  and  by  Manetho  respectively.  The  sum  of  the 
former  being  1881  years,  ending  15  years  before  the  cosmo- 
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cracy  of  Alexander,  the  sum  of  the  latter,  as  he  collected  it, 
turned  out  to  be  3555,  ending,  as  Syncellus  understood,  at 
the  same  point.  Eratosthenes  found  in  the  Chronicle  in  all 
xxx  dynasties  and  cxm  generations;  but  the  1881  years 
of  kings  occupied  only  xv  of  these  xxx  dynasties,  and  only 
lxxvi  of  the  cxm  generations ; and  these  lxxvi  genera- 
tions alone  were  average  reigns  of  24|  years,  the  xv  dy- 
nasties of  kings  having  each  separately  its  own  peculiar 
average  artificially  determined,  but  from  the  facts  of  its 
actual  history.  In  Manetho’s  three  books  he  found  again 
the  xxx  dynasties,  containing,  like  those  of  the  Chronicle, 
not  only  kings  after  Menes,  but  Gods  and  Demigods  besides. 
But  here  the  kings  after  Menes  occupied  not  XV  only,  but 
xxiii  of  the  dynasties;  and  not  lxxvi  only  out  of  cxm,  but 
a complete  scries  of  cxm  average  life-generations  of  their 
own,  besides  others  uncounted,  which  might  belong  to  the 
Gods,  the  Demigods,  and  the  Manes.  And  the  dynasties  of 
Manetho  being  filled  with  actual  reigns,  it  was  only  in  the 
first  six  that  these  actual  reigns  seemed  to  be  identified,  on 
the  whole,  with  as  many  of  his  CXIII  abstract  life  generations, 
though  each  dynasty  by  itself,  like  those  of  the  Chronicle, 
has  its  own  peculiarities. 

Now,  let  us  take  the  sum  of  3555  collected  by  Erato- 
sthenes from  the  original  Manetho,  and  apply  it  as  a separate 
test  to  the  xxx  dynasties  of  the  kings  in  the  lists  of  Afri- 
canus,  as  they  stand,  only  cutting  off  Dyn.  XXXI,  as  being 
manifestly  of  subsequent  addition.  According  to  the  sums 
given  by  Africanus  for  the  contents  of  the  three  books  of  his 
Manetho,  viz.  2300  (or  2303)  +2121  + 1050,  making  in  all 
5471  or  5474  years  of  kings  after  Menes,  there  are  1916  over 
the  sum  of  3555.  And  even  after  deducting  from  this  excess 
1862  years,  the  sum  of  the  seven  dynasties  we  have  ejected, 
there  still  remains  an  excess  of  54  years,  interpolated,  as  it 
would  seem,  in  the  re-edition  of  Ptolemy  and  Africanus, 
into  the  genuine  dynasties  of  the  original  Manetho,  sup- 
posing the  sums  given  by  Africanus  for  the  three  books  to 
be  correct,  or  all  but  correct. 

But  if  we  take  the  actual  sums  of  the  xxiii  genuine  dy- 
nasties as  cast  up  by  Syncellus  (and  these  as  varieties,  even 
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if  inconsistent  with  the  sums  given  for  the  Books,  must  be 
from  some  source),  substituting  only  for  his  sums  in  Dyn. 
XV  and  XVIII  of  Africanus  the  sums  of  “ Manetho  him- 
self” preserved  by  J osephus,  and  making  one  other  correction 
from  the  text  of  Africanus,  and  from  the  Turin  Papyrus,  in 
the  sum  of  Dyn.  VI,  we  obtain  the  following  as  an  approxi- 
mative and  conjectural  restoration  of  the  scheme  of  the 
original  Manetho:  — 

BOOK  I. 

Dyn.  I.  Of  vil  Gods  from  Phtha  to  Horns, 

Horus  being  last : 

Dyn.  II.  Of  other  Gods  to  Bitys,  making 
[with  the  preceding]  years 
Dyn.  III.  Of  Demigods,  years  1255  [for 
which,  to  suit  the  sums  given  below,  we 

may  substitute 1230] 

Dyn.  IV.  Of  other  Kings  [Manes,  viz.  xxx 
Thebans  ejected  from  the  hieratic  lists?] 

years 1817 

Dyn.  V.  Of  [Manes]  xxx  Memphites  [ejected 
like  the  preceding,]  years  . . .1790 

Dyn.  VI.  Of  [Manes]  x Tanitcs  [ejected 
like  the  preceding]  years  ....  350 

Dyn.  VII.  Of  Manes  [cvi  Nubians  or  Ethio- 
pians similarly  ejected?]  years  . . . 5813 

Sum  of  years  of  the  Demigods  and  Manes  11,000 

The  sum  total  [of  the  vil  mythological  Dynasties, 

amounts  to  years] 24,900 

Dyn.  VIII.  [XVI  of  the  Chron.  with  190  years,  I 
of  Afric.]  of  vm  Thinite  kings,  years  . . 253 

Dyn.  IX  [II  of  Afric.]  of  IX  Thinites  . . 302 

Dyn.  X [XVII  of  the  Chron.  during  39  of  its  103 
years,  III  of  Afric.]  ix  Memphites  . . . 214 

Dyn.  XI.  [IV  of  Afric.]  of  vm  Memphites  . . 277 

Dyn.  XII.  [V  of  Afric.]  of  ix  Elephantinites  . 248 

Dyn.  XIII.  [XVII  of  the  Chron.  during  22  years, 

VI  of  Afric.]  of  vi  Memphites  . . • 197 


Digitized  by  Google 


124 


EGYPTIAN  CHRONICLES. 


Dyn.  XIV.  [XI  of  Afric.]  of  xvi  Diospolites,  with 
43,  and  after  them  Amencmhe  I.  with  16  years  . 59 


Sum  of  the  kings  in  Book  I.,  lxvi,  and  of  years  1550 

Which  sum  of  1550  years  divided  among  lxvi  kings  will 
give  to  each  reign  an  apparent  average  length  of  something 
under  20  years  and  6 months. 

BOOK  II. 

Dyn.  XV.  [XVII  of  the  Chron.  during  42  years, 

XII  of  Afric.]  of  VII  Diospolite  Kings,  years  . 160 
Dyn.  XVI.  [XIV  of  Afric.]  of  LXXVI  [?]  Ksoites  184 
Dyn.  XVII.  [XXVII  of  the  Chron.  with  184  years, 

XV  of  Afric.  with  284  years]  of  vi  Shepherds.  259. 10m. 
Dyn.  XVIII.  [XVIII  of  the  Chron.  with  348 
years,  XVIII  of  Afric.]  of  xvi  Diospolites  . 333 

Sum  of  the  years  in  Book  II.  . . .936.10“. 

and  of  the  kings  (xxix  + lxxvi  = ),  cv. 

(Or  if  the  first  fifteen  years  of  Dynasty  XIX  are  to  be 
included,  the  sum  in  that  case  instead  of  936  years  and  10 
months  will  be  951  years  and  10  months.)  The  apparent 
average  length  of  the  reigns  with  lxxvi  kings  to  Dynasty 
XVI  is  something  under  9 years ; but  the  average  for  the 
xxxi  kings  of  the  other  three  dynasties,  without  Dynasty 
XVI,  is  24  years  and  a half. 

BOOK  III. 

Dyn.  XIX.  [XIX  of  the  Chron.  with  194  years] 
of  vn  Diospolites,  years  15+194=  . . . 209 

Dyn.  XX.  [XX  of  the  Chron.  during  135  years  of 
its  228  years]  of  xii  Diospolites  . . .135 

Dyn.  XXI.  [XX  of  the  Chron.  during  the  last  93 
of  its  228  years]  of  vii  Tanites,  years  [93  + 37 
thrown  up  from  below  =]  . . . .130 

Dyn.  XXII.  [XXI  of  the  Chron.  with  121  years] 

of  ix  Bubastites 120 

Dyn.  XXIII.  [XXII  and  XXIII  of  the  Chron.  and 
XXIV  during  21  of  its  44  years]  of  iv  Tanites  89 
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Dyn.  XXIV.  [XXIV  of  the  Chron.  during  6 of 

its  44  years]  of  one  Saite 6 

Dyn.  XXV.  [XXV  of  the  Chron.  during  40  of  its 
44  years]  of  iii  Ethiopians  . . . .40 

Dyn.  XXVI.  [XXVI  of  the  Chron.  from  the  middle 
of  its  27th  year  to  its  end]  of  ix  Saites  . . 150.6m. 

Dyn.  XXVII.  [XXVIII  of  the  Chron.]  of  vm 
Persians,  years  124,  with  4 months  cast  down  from 

above = 124.4m. 

Dyn.  XXVIII.  [not  in  the  Chron.]  of  one  Saite, 
years  [all  unchronological,  or  cast  down  from 
above]  ........6 

Dyn.  XXIX.  [its  last  19  years  = the  first  19  of 
XXIXof  the  Chron.]  of  iii  Mendcsians  [Tanites?] 
years  [1+4  months,  unchronological,  cast  down 
from  above +19  historical  = ] ....  20.4m. 

Dyn.  XXX  [XXIX  of  the  Chron.  during  its  last 
20  years,  and  XXX]  of  in  Sebennytes?  . . 38 

Sum  of  kings  in  Book  III.  lxvii,  and  of  years  1068.2“. 
(Or,  if  the  first  fifteen  years  of  Dynasty  XIX  arc  to  be 
included  in  Book  II.,  the  sum  of  the  years  of  Book  III.  will 
be  1053  years  and  2 months).  The  apparent  average  length 
of  the  reigns  is  not  quite  15  years. 

The  apparent  sum  of  all  the  actual  kings  from  Menes  in 
the  three  books  is  (lxvi  + cv  + lxvii  = ) ccxxxviii,  and 
that  of  the  years  is  (1550  + 936.10™.  + 1068.2“.  = ) 3555; 
giving  CXIII  life-generations  at  something  less  than  31  years 
and  a half  to  a generation,  but  to  ccxxxviii  reigns,  if  all  be 
thrown  together,  giving  an  apparent  average  of  scarcely  15 
years.  But  we  may  subtract  Dyn.  XVI  [XIV  of  Afric.] 
with  its  lxxvi  kings  and  184  years,  (which  will  be  safer  than 
counting  it  with  a conjectural  reading  of  only  xxx,  xxxvi 
or  xxvi  kings  to  answer  to  the  right  hand  side  of  the  Kar- 
nak  Chamber,  these  being  supposed  to  represent  two  or  three 
concurrent  lines  thrown  together ;)  and  again  we  may  sub- 
stract  three  kings  at  least  either  from  Dyn.  XXI  or  from 
Dyn.  XXVI,  as  reduplications ; and  after  these  reductions 
the  remaining  CLVlil  kings  will  have  in  the  remaining  3171 
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years  an  apparent  average  of  something  over  20  yearn  each. 
Probably  then  the  kings  for  the  184  years  of  the  excluded 
Dyn.  XVI  were  not  really  more  than  ix  in  any  one  single 
line ; and,  even  if  three  lines  were  compressed  into  one, 
they  would  not  be  much  above  xxvi,  which  may  be  re- 
concileable  with  the  appearance  of  xxx  cartouches  on  the 
right  hand  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber. 

The  3555  years  of  the  kings,  reckoned  from  Menes  in 
xxiii  dynasties  by  Manetho,  end  at  the  same  point  of  time 
with  the  1881  years  of  the  kings  reckoned  from  Menes  in 
xv  dynasties  by  the  Chronicle,  viz.  at  Nov.  18,  B.C.  345,  14 
years  before  Manetho’s  date  for  Alexander,  that  is,  before  the 
foundation  of  Alexandria,  in  B.C.  331,  (for  he  throws  up  and 
so  marks  14  years,)  or  15  years  before  the  cosmocracy  of 
Alexander  in  B.C.  330,  which  is  the  reckoning  of  the 
Chronicle.  But  if  we  include  also  his  seven  mythological 
dynasties,  the  sum  total  of  Manetho’s  scheme  will  amount  to 
28,455  years. 

The  scheme  thus  obtained  is  certainly  in  its  details  only 
conjectural  and  approximative ; for  it  is  not  probable  that 
the  sum  of  years  left  by  Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  or  cast  up  by 
Syncellus,  was  exactly  that  of  the  original  Manetho  (frac- 
tions only  being  equalised)  in  every  dynasty  except  those 
two  in  which  Josephus  has  helped  us  both  to  eject  years 
added  by  Ptolemy,  and  to  restore  years  and  kings  dropped 
out  in  the  list  of  Africanus.  And  in  Dyn.  VI  of  Africanus 
(XIII  of  the  original  Manetho),  though  the  text  of  Africanus 
expressly  excludes  the  first  6 years  of  the  100  of  Phiops 
from  his  reign,  and  the  Turin  Papyrus  gives  him  not  100  but 
90  and  some  units,  which  are  lost,  it  is  open  to  any  one  to 
argue  that  Eratosthenes,  who  gives  him  100  to  his  “ gener- 
ation,”  was  herein  following  Manetho,  and  not  considering 
only  the  exigencies  of  his  own  scheme  of  generations.  No 
alteration,  some  may  say,  should  have  been  introduced,  ex- 
cept perhaps  from  Josephus,  into  the  sums  of  Syncellus, 
which  are  either  all  to  be  followed  consistently,  or  all  de- 
bated, each  on  its  own  grounds,  separately.  But  even 
though  we  leave  to  Dyn.  VI  of  Africanus  the  203  years 
given  it  by  Syncellus,  the  sum  of  3555  years  found  by  Erato- 
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sthenes  may  still  be  said  to  be  exactly  exhibited,  if  only  we 
suppose  Eratosthenes  to  have  understood  that  the  6 years  of 
Dyn.  XXVIII,  that  is,  of  Amyrtteus,  are  really  only  con- 
current years  included  under  the  124  of  the  Persians,  and 
consequently  to  have  omitted  them  from  his  reckoning.  But 
there  is  another  quarter  in  which  errors  of  detail,  however 
compensated,  may  be  presumed  to  exist ; when  we  consider 
that  while  the  sums  of  the  other  dynasties  have  been  taken 
from  the  lists  of  Africanus,  with  the  fractions  of  the  original 
Manetho  rounded  off  to  full  years,  the  sums  of  four  dynasties 
XV,  XXVI,  XXVII,  and  XXIX  of  Africanus  are  exhi- 
bited with  fractions  of  10,  6, 4,  and  4 months  respectively.  Of 
these  fractions  the  last  three  only  are  given  anomalously, 
from  whatever  motive  or  accident,  in  the  lists  of  Africanus ; 
the  first  has  been  introduced  incidentally  by  ourselves  from 
the  text  of  the  original  Manetho  supplied  by  Josephus. 
And  it  can  only  be  by  accident  that  this  fraction  of  ten 
months  brought  in  by  ourselves  unites  exactly  into  a whole 
year  with  the  other  fraction  of  two  months  which  would 
otherwise  have  remained  on  adding  up  the  sums  of  the  three 
later  dynasties.  But  in  truth,  in  such  an  attempt  at  recon- 
struction as  the  present,  and  with  such  imperfect  means  at 
our  disposal,  perfect  success,  and  the  exact  exhibition  of 
arithmetical  coincidences  in  detail,  are  grounds  rather  for  sus- 
picion against  the  process  than  for  confidence  in  the  result. 

The  general  outline  of  Manetho’s  scheme  having  now 
been  ascertained,  it  may  be  compared  with  those  earlier 
cyclical  schemes  of  B.c.  1322  and  b.c.  305,  the  later  of 
which,  that  of  the  Chronicle,  he  is  said,  with  some  varia- 
tions, to  have  followed. 

If  one  thought  only  of  the  times  of  the  monarchy,  which 
come  last  in  the  whole  series,  and  compared  the  scheme  of 
Manetho  with  that  of  the  Chronicle,  going  back  from  the  last 
year  of  Nectanebo  II,  it  might  seem  at  first  sight  as  if  Ma- 
netho’s process  had  been  to  cover  with  additional  kings, 
thrusting  back  Menes,  first  the  “ 443  years  of  the  Cycle  ” 
thrown  back  by  the  Chronicle,  then  its  217  of  Demigods, 
then  a round  thousand  of  its  3984  years  of  the  XIII  Gods, 
and  lastly  14  years  besides,  so  as  to  have  in  all  (1660+  14  = ) 
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1674  additional  years  of  kings.  And  of  these  the  last- 
mentioned  number  14  might  perhaps  suggest  a suspicion  that 
either  Apollodorus  or  Syncellus  had  misunderstood  the 
reckoning  and  allusion  of  Eratosthenes ; and  that  the  3555 
years  collected  by  the  latter  really  covered  the  interval  of 
14  years  between  Nectanebo  and  the  foundation  of  Alex- 
andria in  B.C.  331,  which  Manetho  may  have  preferred  to 
make  his  closing  point  rather  than  the  “ cosmocracy"  of  Alex- 
ander a year  later.  But  this  on  examination  will  not  turn 
out  to  be  the  case. 

The  mythological  dynasties  at  the  head  of  Manetho’s 
scheme  show  that  his  first  and  greatest  variation  from  the 
Chronicle  was  this ; that  whereas  the  Chronicle  had  picked 
out  from  the  month-years  of  the  older  scheme  of  B.  c.  1322 
the  precise  number  2922,  out  of  which  they  had  all  sprung, 
and  had  given  these  only  (with  certain  heterogeneous  frac- 
tional numbers  of  681,341,  and  40  added)  to  its  XIII  Gods, 
suppressing  one  pseudo-cycle  of  1461  month-years,  and 
giving  the  remaining  22  pseudo-cycles  of  month-years  (all 
except  the  681  nominally  detached)  to  the  Sun;  Manetho, 
on  the  contrary,  wished  to  return  towards  the  older  method, 
and  to  re-distribute  among  Gods,  Demigods,  and  Manes  (the 
last,  perhaps,  an  addition  of  his  own)  the  myriads  of  month- 
years  alienated  from  them  by  the  Chronicle,  so  as  to  impose 
upon  the  imagination  of  his  Greek  readers.  But  the  ejec- 
tion in  the  Chronicle  of  one  twenty-fourth  part,  one  cycle 
we  may  call  it,  out  of  the  original  xxiv  pseudo-cycles  of 
month-years,  in  order  to  make  room  for  the  new  cycle  of 
real  years  growing  since  B.  c.  1322,  having  destroyed  the 
symmetry  of  the  remaining  sum  of  month-years,  and  their 
aptitude  for  division  by  12,  Manetho  could  not  conveniently 
take  them  from  the  Chronicle  as  they  stood,  and  redistribute 
its  33,603  month-years  (30,000  + 681  4-  2922)  among  his 
Gods,  Demigods,  and  Manes.  Had  he  done  this,  the  true 
space  of  2922  real  years,  underlying  all  the  month-years, 
would  neither  have  been  recoverable  on  division  by  12,  as 
from  the  34,064  month-years  of  the  older  scheme  of  B.  C. 
1322,  nor  would  it  have  been  indicated  separately,  as  in 
the  Chronicle.  It  was  necessary,  therefore,  to  make  some 
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change ; and  the  change  that  he  made  was  this : — Distin- 
guishing in  that  original  sum  of  2922  real  years,  out  of  which 
all  month-years,  of  whatever  scheme,  had  grown,  three  sums 
of  2000,  900,  and  22  respectively,  he  discarded  not  only  the 
fancy  of  exhibiting  an  atroKaratrraais,  but  all  idea  of  cyclical 
symmetry,  and  multiplied  by  12  the  two  thousands  only,  so 
obtaining  a sum  of  24,000  month-years,  resolvable  at  will, 
with  nil  their  subdivisions,  into  true  years,  and  giving  these 
with  the  900  unmultiplied  prefixed,  in  all  24,900  mixed  or 
nominal  years,  to  his  Gods,  Demigods,  and  Manes.  Pro- 
bably the  900  full  years,  equivalent  to  10,800  of  the  month- 
years  of  the  older  schemes,  made  the  reign  of  Phtha,  if 
Phtha  had  a reign  in  time,  and  Manctho,  like  the  inform- 
ants of  Diodorus,  made  him  the  offspring  of  Mwt  or  Nei- 
Xoy.  But  the  22  real  years  still  remaining,  as  he  had  no 
intention  of  giving  precisely  two  cyclical  spaces  (i.  e.  2922 
real  years)  to  the  Gods,  or  to  the  old  world,  he  made  to 
be  the  first  22  years  of  Menes,  at  the  head  of  the  ordinary 
monarchy. 

At  the  point,  then,  at  which  he  ends  his  mythological 
dynasties,  Manetho  is  short  by  22  of  the  end  of  the  first 
2922  real  years  of  human  time,  whether  multiplied  by  12, 
as  in  the  older  scheme  of  B.C.  1322,  or  by  11^,  as  they  are 
in  the  Chronicle ; and  he  had  before  him,  in  the  Chronicle, 
to  convert  into  years  of  kings,  if  he  pleased,  after  these  22 
years,  its  341  fictitious  solar  years  added  for  a cyclical  pur- 
pose, its  40  thrown  up  from  between  B.  C.  345  and  305,  its 
217  of  Demigods,  and  lastly  its  443  thrown  up  from  between 
B.  c.  305  and  a.  d.  139,  the  true  end  of  the  Cycle  which  com- 
menced in  B.C.  1322.  So  he  might  have  made  out  of  these 
in  all  1041,  or,  with  the  22,  1063  fresh  years  of  kings,  in 
themselves  partly  real  and  partly  fictitious  (but  as  years  of 
kings  all  chronologically  fictitious,  since  Menes  was  thrust 
up  to  their  head),  before  coming  to  the  1881  true  and  chro- 
nological years  of  the  monarchy,  as  given  by  the  Chronicle. 

This,  it  seemB,  was  not  room  enough  for  the  materials  he 
meant  to  use.  So  discarding  those  341  fictitious  years 
which  in  the  earlier  schemes  had  been  inserted  for  a cyclical 
reason,  but  in  his  own  uncyclical  scheme  had  no  propriety, 
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he  borrowed  from  the  Chronicle  its  device  of  throwing  up 
years  “of  the  Cycle,”  that  is,  of  the  real  current  cycle,  and 
used  it  not  now  for  any  cyclical  purpose,  but  in  order  to  ob- 
tain a sufficient  framework  of  fictitious  time,  labelled  as 
such  for  those  that  could  understand,  in  which  to  place  as 
consecutive  dynasties  of  kings  really  contemporaneous  and 
included  historically  within  the  1881  years  following.  For 
this  purpose,  besides  22  years  of  the  Gods,  and  the  217  of 
the  Demigods,  and  the  443  of  the  last  part  “ of  the  Cycle  ” 
named  and  thrown  up  by  the  Chronicle,  he  covered  with 
kings  a reduplication  of  those  978  years  of  the  same  Cycle 
which  had  passed  between  its  commencement  in  b.c.  1322 
and  Nectanebo  II. ; so  that,  had  he  only  retained  those  other 
40  years  of  the  Cycle  from  between  b.c.  345  and  b.c.  305 
which  the  Chronicle  had  cast  up  unnamed,  and  had  added  to  its 
Gods,  he  would  have  had  exactly  one  cycle  of  fictitious  years 
thrown  up  or  reduplicated  from  between  b.c.  1322  and  a.d. 
139,  besides  those  22  and  217  real  years  which  he  also  added 
to  the  times  of  the  monarchy.  And  then,  reckoning  down- 
wards from  the  beginning,  he  would  have  had  three  cyclical 
spaces,  two  of  real  and  the  third  of  fictitious  time,  before 
coming  to  the  true  uncyclical  continuation  of  1120  years 
ending  at  the  epoch  of  the  real  Cycle  in  b.  c.  1322,  with  978 
thence  to  Nectanebo  II.,  and  14  more  on  to  Alexander  and 
the  foundation  of  Alexandria.  But  this  he  avoided,  no  doubt 
purposely  ; and,  instead  of  retaining  the  whole  40  years 
of  the  interval  between  Nectanebo  and  the  Lagidas  as  thrown 
up  by  the  Chronicle,  he  retained  and  added  to  the  times  of 
the  early  kings  only  14  of  these  40  years.  Thus  he  at  once 
avoided  falling  partially  into  a cyclical  form,  and  marked  the 
foundation  of  Alexandria,  in  the  autumn  of  b.  c.  331,  as  his 
own  epoch  for  the  close  of  native  Egyptian  history  and  the 
commencement  of  the  times  of  the  Macedonians. 

The  three  schemes,  of  b.  c.  1322,  of  the  Chronicle  of  b.  c. 
305,  and  of  the  original  Manetho,  may  now  be  compared 
with  one  another  as  follows:  — 

In  the  scheme  of  b.  c.  1322,  A,  the  first  2922  years  of 
real  time,  as  reckoned  by  the  Egyptians,  x 12,  become 
35,064  nominal  years,  really  months,  divisible  into  23,220 
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+ (681+2922  + 341) + (1120+  6780);  or  into  32,142  + 
2922 ; or  into  10,800  + 24,000  + 264. 

In  the  scheme  of  the  Chronicle,  B,  the  same  first  2922 
real,  or  35,064  month-years,  by  the  suppression  of  one 
pseudo-cycle  of  1461  of  their  number,  become  33,603,  this 
being  the  same  thing  as  if  2922  had  been  multiplied  by  1 1 * 
instead  of  12.  And  33,603  nominal  years  of  the  Chronicle 
are  divisible  into  30,68 1 + 2922 ; or  into  9900  + 23,000  + 253. 

In  the  scheme  of  Manetho,  C,  the  same  first  2922  real 
years  are  exhibited  by  900  full  years  (which  would  equal,  if 
multiplied  by  12,  10,800  of  the  month-years  of  A) + 24,000 
month-years  + 22  full  years  (which,  if  multiplied  by  12, 
would  equal  264  of  the  month-years  of  A). 

Then,  as  regards  the  1120  more  years  of  re;d  time  follow- 
ing upon  the  first  2922,  and  reaching  to  the  cyclical  epoch, 
duly  20,  b.  c.  1322,  the  scheme  connected  with  that  epoch, 
A,  prefixes  to  these  1120  real  years  341  other  fictitious 
years,  in  order  to  fill  them  up  to  1461,  and  make  time  seem 
to  have  run  from  the  first  in  Sothic  cycles.  The  complete 
cycle  of  1461  years  thus  obtained  (being  the  third,  or  the 
twenty-fifth,  according  as  the  first  2922  real  years  are 
reckoned  simply,  or  are  multiplied  by  12),  is  divisible  into 
[341]  + 217  + 903. 

The  scheme  of  the  Chronicle,  B,  has  the  same  addition  of 
the  341  fictitious  years;  and  its  third  space  of  1461  full 
years  thus  obtained,  is  consequently  in  truth,  and  for  the 
initiated,  composed  of  the  same  elements  as  in  the  older 
scheme  A,  and  is  divided  or  divisible  (for  the  341  do  not 
stand  out  of  themselves)  into  [341]  + 217  + 903.  But  in 
appearance  its  third  cycle  of  full  (or  twenty  -fourth  of  mixed  ) 
years  is  constituted  very  differently,  viz.  of  [341]  + [40]  + 
217  + [443]  + 420,  this  last  number  being  the  first  420 
only  of  the  903  years.  The  true  cyclical  epoch  of  b.  c. 
1322  is  put  back  by  483  years  to  an  imaginary  point  an- 
swering to  B.  c.  1805,  in  order  that  a fourth  cycle  of  full, 
or  twenty-fifth  of  mixed  years,  may  seem  to  end  in  b.c.  345, 
483  years  before  the  true  cyclical  epoch  of  a.  d.  139. 

The  scheme  of  Manetho,  C,  not  being  cyclical,  omits  the 
341  fictitious  years  inserted  as  a cyclical  complement  in  the 
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two  older  schemes ; or  rather  it  substitutes  for  them  a greater 
number  of  fictitious  years  of  its  own,  viz.  978,  these  being 
the  first  978  years  “ of  the  Cycle,”  the  years,  that  is,  which 
had  passed  from  B.  C.  1322  to  Nectanebo  II.,  reduplicated  and 
thrown  back,  in  like  manner  as  the  remaining  40  past  and 
443  future  years  of  “ the  Cycle,”  i.  e.  of  the  cycle  current 
in  Manetho’s  time,  had  been  thrown  back  by  the  Chronicle. 
And  of  these  latter  Manetho  retained  the  443  as  thrown  up  ; 
but  of  the  40  years’  interval  between  Nectanebo  II.  and  the 
Lagidte,  as  thrown  up  in  the  Chronicle,  he  retained  only 
14  years,  partly,  as  has  been  explained  above,  in  order  to 
mark  his  own  closing  point  to  be  the  foundation  of  Alex- 
andria, and  partly  to  avoid  making  one  precise  cycle  of 
anticipated  years. 

Setting  aside  all  amplification  by  the  help  of  month-years, 
the  four  schemes  of  A,  B,  C,  and  that  preserved  by  Dio- 
genes Laertius,  which  may  be  called  D,  will  stand  parallel  to 
one  another  thus : 

A.  (l93S+328.ft°+f>58.4a)  + [34l]  — — + 217  + 903  to  B.  r.  1322. 

B.  2922  +[J4l]  + [t0)+2l7  +[443]+420  +493+978  to  B.c.  !M. 

C.  900  + 2f<10  4-  22  +[9*8+14+4433+  217  + 903  + 978  to  B.c.  348. 

O.  2923  — — + 217  + 903  +978+ 13  to  B.C.  *32. 

To  kings  from  Menes  the  older  scheme,  A,  probably  gave 
only  903  years,  from  B.C.  2224  to  B.C.  1322;  the  Chronicle, 
B,  and  the  authors  of  the  computation  in  Diogenes  Laer- 
tius, D,  continued  with  978  years  more  to  b.c.  345,  so  mak- 
ing in  all  1881,  with  15  or  13  on  to  Alexander  the  Great  in 
b.c.  330  or  B.c.  332.  Manetho  alone  made  to  Nectanebo  II. 
3555  years  of  kings  from  Menes,  who  so  seemed  to  be  put 
back  by  him  (443  + 217+14  + 978  + 22  = ) 1674  years  from 
the  anticipated  Julian  year  b.c.  2224  to  b c.  3897.  But  of 
these  3555  years  all  but  the  last  1881  are  either  years  an- 
terior to  Menes,  belonging  originally  to  Gods  and  Demigods ; 
or  else  they  are  years  unliistorical  and  fictitious,  years  pos- 
terior to  Nectanebo,  or  even  years  of  Ptolemies  and  Caisars 
yet  future,  anticipated  and  thrown  back  by  the  Chronicle 
to  times  before  Menes,  but  made  by  Manetho  to  follow  him ; 
or  lastly,  they  are  years  absent  from  all  the  earlier  schemes. 
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reduplicated  and  thrown  back,  i.  e.  fabricated,  after  the 
example  of  the  Chronicle,  by  Manetho  himself. 

Placed  after  an  imposing  series  of  mythological  dynasties, 
the  kings  of  Manetho  were  plainly  meant  to  be  all  taken  for 
consecutive ; and  it  might  have  been  enough  for  his  purpose 
merely  to  enumerate  the  groups  of  their  dynasties  in  the 
order  in  which  the  cities  of  Tanis,  Memphis,  and  Thebes 
rose  successively  to  importance,  without  alluding  to  the  fact 
that  some  dynasties  were  contemporary.  Not  content  with 
this,  he  has  added  here  and  there  short  notices  implying  that 
each  king  and  dynasty  reigned  successively  over  all  Egypt 
But  for  us  who  have  found  in  the  origin  of  his  other  spaces 
of  time  a confession  that  all  the  dynasties  of  kings  are  con- 
tained chronologically  within  the  space  of  1881  years,  the 
only  problem  is  to  discover  the  true  historical  place  and 
duration  of  each. 

That  there  were  in  early  times  a number  of  kings  reign- 
ing at  once  in  different  parts  of  Egypt  is  not  only  most  pro- 
bable from  the  analogy  of  neighbouring  nations,  but  it  is 
alluded  to  by  Herodotus  as  a fact ; perhaps  also  in  the  book 
of  Psalms;  (cv.  “ ap-xpvras  axnov,"  his  princes,  and  “Trpeafiv- 
repovs"  or  aarpairas')  and  it  is  distinctly  asserted  from  Egyp- 
tian sources  by  others,  as  by  Artapanus,  who  with  reference  to 
the  end  of  Dyn.  XV  of  Africanus  (XVII  of  Manetho)  and 
the  commencement  of  XVIII  says  that  in  those  times  there 
were  many  kings  reigning  in  Egypt,  “ ttoXXous  yap  tots  riji 
\lywnov  fiaa-tXevetv.”  And  hence  Africanus  makes  no 
difficulty  even  to  admit  that  all  the  XXXI  Dynasties  of 
Ptolemy  of  Mendes  might  have  reigned  since  the  Flood  and 
the  Dispersion : “ Quod  si  temporum  copia  adhuc  exuberct, 
reputandum  sedulo  est  plures  fortasse  iEgyptiorum  reges 
una  eademque  state  extitisse : namque  et  Thinitas  regnavisse 
aiunt  et  Memphitas,  et  Saitas  et  AEthiopas,  codemque  tem- 
pore alios.  Videntur  proeterea  alii  quoque  alibi  imperium 
tenuisse,  atque  hae  dynastia;  suo  quoque  in  Nomo  Bemet  con- 
tinuisse ; ita  ut  haud  singuli  reges  successivam  potestatem 
acccperint,  sed  alius  alio  loco  eadem  mtate  regnaverit.  At- 
que hinc  contigit  ut  tantus  cumulus  annorum  confieret.” 
( Euseb . Chron.  i.  c.  19,  e Versiune  Lat.  ex  Arm.  Ed.  Mai.) 
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Hut  what  is  most  of  all  to  the  purpose  is  this,  that  Manetho 
himself  in  his  narrative  not  only,  at  the  commencement  of 
the  dynasty  of  the  Shepherds,  speaks  of  them  as  subjecting 
the  native  princes  of  Egypt,  in  the  plural,  (t ovs  rpfspavtwrav- 
Tas  iv  avTT)  ^eipaiadpevoi,)  but  also  at  its  end  shows  that  the 
same  native  rulers  had  continued  all  along,  though  as  vassals 
or  tributaries : “ At  last,”  he  says,  “the  kings  of  the  Thebaid 
and  of  the  other  parts  of  Egypt  rose  up  against  the  Shepherds, 
and  there  followed  a great  and  long  war,  which  ended  in 
their  expulsion.”  “ Mera  ravra  rd>v  sk  tt)s  Oyfiaihos  ica'i  rijs 
dWr/i  Aiytnrrov  ftaaiX&wv  ’ysvtadai  <f>rjaiv  brl  tow  TIoifjJvas 
bravaanacriv,”  k.t.X.  And  still  more  precisely  in  an  hieratic 
MS.,  approaching  in  antiquity  to  the  time  itself,  it  is  said 
that  at  the  moment,  seemingly,  when  independence  was  first 
asserted  there  was  only  one  native  king  surviving  in  all 
Egypt,  besides  the  Shepherd  Apophis  at  Avaris;  and  that 
one  was  a king  named  Raskennen,  who  reigned  in  Upper 
Egypt;  the  same,  no  doubt,  whose  name  (found  also  in 
the  list  of  Eratosthenes)  stands  last  in  the  lowest  line  on  the 
left  hand  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber, 
suuii.uioo  This  then  being  clear  both  from  the  fictitious  spaces  in  which 
I'lnitnr'."  many  of  Manetho’s  dynasties  are  arranged,  and  from  direct 
" ‘ l7“  testimony  of  others,  and  even  of  Manetho  himself,  it  is  next 

to  be  noticed  that  the  limits  within  which  all  the  concurrent 
dynasties  of  early  times  were  confined  are  open  to  no  doubt; 
for  all  agree  that  a single  monarchy  for  all  Egypt  was 
founded  by  Menes.  So  no  secondary  dynasty  can  be  made  to 
begin  before  his ; nor  is  it  probable  perhaps  that  any  one 
began  until  after  his  death.  On  the  other  hand  it  is  a point 
equally  agreed  upon  tliat  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XVIII  united 
all  Egypt,  and  N ubia  too,  under  a single  sceptre ; and  we 
see  them  on  the  monuments  all  wearing  indifferently  the  two 
crowns  of  the  Upper  and  Lower  country,  and  the  imperial 
crown  or  pshent  compounded  out  of  them  both.  But  the 
space  between  the  accession  of  Menes  and  that  of  Amosis, 
head  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  consists  according  to  the  Chronicle  of 
190  + 103  + 184,  in  all  477  years,  of  its  Dynasties  XVI, 
XVII,  and  XXVII,  of  Tanites,  Memphites,  and  Shepherds. 

In  this  space  of  477  years  the  first  point  is  to  identify,  if 
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possible,  in  Manetho’s  lists  the  three  leading  dynasties  of 
the  Chronicle ; which  done,  we  may  try  to  place  the  other 
secondary  dynasties.  About  the  first  there  is  no  difficulty, 

Dyn.  I of  Africanus  (VIII  of  Manetho)  being  clearly  identical 
with  the  Tanite  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle.  And,  further,  190  ymrs. 

J ’ Marrn  3,  D r. 

as  these  two  dynasties,  beginning  from  the  same  point,  and  J”4;  “ 
having  the  same  number  of  vm  kings,  are  absolutely  coin- 
cident the  one  with  the  other,  it  appears  from  their  collation 
that  Manetho  (the  later  author  of  the  two)  has  added  63 
years  to  the  true  length  of  the  reigns,  giving  the  eight  kings 
an  average  of  3 1^  years  each,  instead  of  one  of  23  j (somewhat 
below  the  ordinary  average  of  24|)  which  they  have  in  the 
Chronicle.  And  on  examination  it  appears  that  Manetho 
has  done  nearly  the  same  by  all  those  first  six  dynasties  of  his 
kings  (I  to  VI  inclusively  of  Africanus)  which  really  belong 
to  Lower  Egypt;  these  dynasties  having  in  all  49  kings  and 
1491  years,  which  give  over  30  years  to  each  king. 

The  Memphite  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  cannot  be 
identified  with  any  one  of  the  dynasties  of  Manetho;  but 
from  an  examination  and  comparison  of  the  list  of  Erato- 
sthenes it  appears  that  his  informants  understood  it  to  consist 
of  two  kings  and  39  years  taken  from  Dyn.  X of  Manetho 
(III  of  Africanus),  or  from  the  uppermost  line  on  the  left  side 
of  the  Ivarnak  Chamber,  of  one  king,  Papa  Maire,  from  Dyn. 

XIII  of  Manetho  (VI  of  Africanus),  or  from  the  second  line 
on  the  left  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber,  with  the  last  22  years 
of  his  long  reign,  and  of  one  king,  Sesortasen  I,  with  42 
years,  from  Dyn.  XV  of  Manetho  (XII  of  Africanus).  And 
the  monuments  justify  this  succession,  showing  clearly  that 
Papa  Maire  and  Sesortasen  at  least  (to  say  nothing  of  Sahoura 
and  Snefru)  were  sovereigns  of  all  Egypt  before  the  domina- 
tion of  the  Shepherds ; and  Herodotus  names  Mceris  as  the 
immediate  predecessor  of  the  conqueror  of  Ethiopia. 

Passing  over  Dyn.  XVII,  and  coming  to  XXVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  this  again  is  easily  identified  with  Dyn.  XV  of 
Africanus  (XVII  of  Manetho).  And  after  having  detected 
Manetho  adding  to  the  years  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle, 
one  might  suppose  that  here  also  the  259  years  and  10 
months  of  the  six  kings  should  be  reduced  to  184,  the  sum 
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of  tlie  Chronicle.  But  there  are  signs  against  this ; for  it  is 
most  probable  that  the  Chronicle  had  only  four  generations 
to  the  184  years  of  its  Dyn.  XXVII,  and  three  to  its  Dyn. 
XXIX  ; and  the  additions  made  by  Manetho  to  the  first  six 
of  his  dynasties,  all  that  belong  to  Lower  Egypt,  are  fol- 
lowed by  curtailments  in  the  next  three  (XI,  XII,  XIV  of 
Africanus)  belonging  to  Upper  Egypt:  and  after  this  he 
would  scarcely  begin  again  to  exaggerate  merely  to  do  honour 
to  the  Shepherds,  nor  favour  them  above  native  Thebans, 
even  though  these  latter  were  from  Upper  and  the  Shepherds 
from  Lower  Egypt*  It  is  also  more  probable  that  the  Shep- 
herds had  been  for  some  time  settled  in  the  Delta  when  they 
became  dominant,  than  that  they  came  in  as  invaders  and  took 
Memphis  at  once.  It  is  safer,  therefore,  to  let  the  figures 
of  Dyn.  XVII  of  Manetho  (XV  of  Africanus)  stand  as  they 
are,  and  to  suppose  that  only  the  last  184  years  of  its  last 
four  reigns  correspond  to  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle. 

Eratosthenes,  a great  authority,  having  been  persuaded 
to  add  to  the  times  of  the  monarchy  the  xv  generations  or 
443  years  “ of  the  Cycle”  thrown  up  by  the  Chronicle,  in 
spite  of  the  difficulty  of  transposing  them  so  as  to  stand  below 
Menes,  and  of  blending  them  with  the  coherent  series  of 
dynasties  into  which  they  were  to  be  interpolated,  it  is 
natural  to  inquire  whether  then  there  was  really  any  great 
difficulty  in  placing  all  Manetho’s  ten  dynasties  anterior  to 
Dyn.  XVIII  in  the  space  of  477  years  ? In  order  to  examine 
this  question  fairly  the  first  six  dynasties  of  Manetho  must, 
as  a general  rule,  be  reduced  from  his  exaggerated  average 
of  life-generations  of  above  30  years  each  to  reigns  of  24£ 
years  each,  the  average  of  the  Chronicle  and  of  Eratosthenes; 
and  the  three  dynasties  of  Upper  Egypt  which  follow  will 
have  to  receive  a proportionate  expansion, 
aryx-e.  The  first  dynasty  of  Tanite  Kings,  after  its  190  years, 
iin  rz:\,.  might  well  enough  be  succeeded  in  the  same  city  by  a 
c iwf';  second  of  the  same  lineage,  or  a younger  branch  beginning 
»x.JS>95.^o  from  the  time  when  the  Memphites  became  predominant. 
fsSV7,  *'c  But  in  this  case,  after  103  years,  or  little  more,  we  should 
expect  it  to  cease,  the  Shepherds  who  then  became  masters 
residing  in  that  part  of  the  Delta,  and  the  name  of  the  last 
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Shepherd  king  being  still  visible  in  the  ruins  of  Tanis.  But 
the  ix  Kings  of  Manetho  with  the  full  average  of  24£  would 
have  in  all  220  years,  continuing  during  117  years  under  the 
Shepherds,  which,  though  unlikely,  is  certainly  possible,  as  the 
Shepherds  made  their  own  special  residence  not  at  Tanis,  nor 
at  Memphis,  but  at  Avaris.  In  the  list  of  Eratosthenes, 
however,  the  last  two  kings  of  Dyn.  IX  of  Manetho  (II 
of  Africanus)  are  detached,  and,  being  consolidated  into  one 
generation  of  79  years,  stand  at  the  head  of  the  earliest 
Memphite  dynasty ; while  the  remaining  sum  of  the  second 
dynasty  of  Tanites,  224,  unreduced  by  Eratosthenes, 
is  indicated  as  complete  long  after,  viz.  ten  years  after  the 
commencement  of  the  184  years  of  the  dominion  of  the 
Shepherds.  Seemingly,  too,  Eratosthenes  begins  his  Mem- 
phites with  the  first  cartouche  of  the  uppermost  line  on  the 
left  hand  side  of  the  Karnak  chamber.  His  variation  seems 
to  correct  a curious  and  gross  blunder  in  the  original  com- 
pilation of  Manetho’a  lists,  as  if  Manetho,  without  attending 
to  the  truth  of  history  or  to  the  monuments,  had  either 
copied  or  miscopied  from  some  hieratic  MS.,  so  as  to  put  the 
rubric  dividing  his  Dyn.  VIII  of  Tanites  from  X of  Mem- 
phites two  names  too  low,  making  the  head  of  the  Memphites, 
who  reigned  perhaps  no  long  time  after  the  death  of  Menes, 
to  become  the  last  king  but  one  of  a dynasty  which  began 
long  after  his  time.  But  even  after  accepting  from  Erato- 
sthenes this  correction,  the  vn  kings  who  remain  will  claim 
171  ^ years,  and  will  last  68  into  the  tune  of  the  Shepherds, 
or,  it  might  be,  somewhat  less,  if  the  actual  reigns  fell  short  of 
the  usual  average.  Another  idea  is  suggested  by  the  fact 
that  the  end  of  this  dynasty  is  indicated  by  Eratosthenes  only 
10  years  after  the  end  of  Dyn.  Ill  of  Africanus,  viz.,  that 
though  it  be  called  Tanite,  this  designation  may  be  used  in 
a wide  sense,  like  those  of  Memphite  and  Diospolite  after- 
wards, and  may  mean  only  that  its  kings  were  by  origin 
and  locality  connected  with  Tanis,  and  with  that  part  of  the 
Delta  of  which  Tanis  was  the  capital ; not  that  they  actually 
reigned  in  the  same  city  with  the  kings  of  Dyn.  I of 
Africanus.  But  perhaps,  for  example,  there  were  two  cities 
of  Tanis,  divided  by  the  water,  as  Memphis  and  Heliopolis 


Digitized  by  Google 


138 


EGYPTIAN  CIIRONICLE9. 


were  separated,  with  a greater  interval,  by  the  Nile ; and  these 
may  have  had  at  once  two  lines  of  kings.  In  this  case  the 
vn  kings  of  the  second  dynasty  of  Thinites  (Tanites),  if 
their  actual  average  equalled  24^  years,  may  have  com- 
menced 58  years  before  the  end  of  the  first  dynasty,  and  may 
have  ended,  as  Eratosthenes  hints  they  did,  10  years  after 
the  end  of  Dyn.  Ill  of  Africanus,  and  10  therefore  also  after 
that  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle. 
d^x  Dyn.  Ill  of  Africanus  (X  of  Manetho)  the  first  of  Mem- 

*J;  •Jms  Vo  phites,  is  clearly  paralleled  by  Eratosthenes,  and  its  ix  kings 
d«.  m,  a.c.  seem  to  be  identified  by  him  with  the  earliest  names  on  the  left 
hand  side  of  the  Karnak  chamber.  According  to  the  general 
average  they  might  claim  220  years,  but  Manetho  gives 
them  only  214,  which  is  probably  then  their  actual  number. 
vVfiMem'  hitc.  And  Dyn.  IV  of  Africanus  (XI  of  Manetho)  not  only  seems 
i7c.  » to  follow  III,  but  can  be  shown  to  have  done  so : and  being 
Nov.  6,  i,6o.  tjjU8  connected  with  it,  Dyn.  IV  helps  much  to  fix  the  place 
of  III,  and  the  epoch  of  its  commencement.  In  the  lists  of 
Eratosthenes  the  kings  of  Dyn.  IV  follow,  as  here,  next  after 
those  of  III,  and  occupy  in  Lower  Egypt  the  chronological 
place  of  the  Shepherds  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle. 
Herodotus  says  that  they  were  impious  and  tyrannical,  and 
that  their  memory  was  so  odious,  that  the  Egyptians  would 
scarce  name  them  if  they  could  avoid  it.  Exactly  the  same 
is  said  by  Manetho  of  the  Shepherds,  who  are  altogether 
omitted  both  on  the  monuments  and  in  the  lists  of  Erato- 
sthenes, and  are  all  but  omitted  by  the  Chronicle,  while  the 
kings  of  Dyn.  IV  also  are  omitted  from  the  monumental  suc- 
cession in  U pper  Egypt  During  their  time  Egypt,  according 
to  Herodotus,  was  subjected  by  destiny  to  a Typhonian  in- 
fluence ; and  the  dominion  of  the  Shepherds  is  connected  by 
Manetho  also  with  destiny  and  with  a malignant  deity;  and  the 
city  of  Avaris,  where  they  lived,  and  the  whole  region  of  the 
Sethroitic  arm  of  the  Nile,  is  according  to  him  Typhonian, 
the  special  province  of  Typhon.  The  Memphite  kings  of 
Dyn.  IV,  according  to  Herodotus  and  Manetho,  built  the 
pyramids ; and  according  to  Herodotus  the  same  pyramids 
were  also  ascribed  to  the  Shepherd  Philition,  who  contempo- 
raneously fed  his  flocks  “ in  those  parts,”  i.e.  in  Lower  Egypt 
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Lastly,  in  Manetho’s  heading  of  Dyn.  IV,  naming  it  Mem- 
phite, it  is  added  “ of  another  lineage,”  i.  e.  not  a continuation 
of  Dyn.  Ill,  which  they  are  implied  to  have  succeeded.  And 
in  Dyn.  XV  it  is  noticed  of  the  Shepherds  that  they  “ took 
Memphis;”  and  elsewhere  it  is  implied  that  native  rulers, 
not  only  in  the  Thebaid  but  in  the  rest  of  Egypt,  were  con- 
tinued under  the  Shepherds ; so  that  if,  as  was  natural,  they 
put  nominees  and  creatures  of  their  own  into  the  place  of 
that  Memphite  family  which  they  had  violently  dispossessed, 
one  understands  how  the  kings  of  Dyn.  IV  came  to  be  “of 
another  lineage,”  and  so  to  constitute  a new  dynasty,  and 
how  their  memory  in  later  times  shared  the  odium  attaching 
to  that  of  the  Shepherds.  And  though  such  great  works  as 
the  pyramids  at  Memphis  or  the  labyrinth  in  the  Fayoum  may 
suggest  an  idea  that  the  kings  who  built  them  must  have  been 
sovereigns  of  all  Egypt,  this  idea  has  no  real  cogency.  On 
the  contrary,  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  famine,  and 
the  permanent  changes  occasioned  by  it,  may  well  account 
for  the  fact  that  under  the  kings  of  Dynasties  IV  and  XII 
of  African  us  public  works  in  Egypt  suddenly  assume  gigantic 
proportions,  and  that,  from  that  time  forth,  the  kings  become 
more  absolute,  and  have  greater  multitudes  of  men  at  their 
disposal  both  for  civil  and  for  military  service.  On  the 
other  hand  the  “ Ethiopian  stone,"  i.  e.  the  granite,  used  for 
casing  the  third  pyramid  hints  that  the  Suphises  and  Men- 
cheres  lived  after  the  conquest  of  Xubia,  and  not  before 
those  kings  Mceris  and  Scsostris  (i.e.  Papa  Mairc  and 
Sesortasen  I.),  whose  predecessors  “ had  done  nothing  re- 
markable.” But  if  the  eight  kings  of  Dyn.  IV  of  Africanus, 
who  might  claim  198  years,  are  to  be  reduced  so  as  to  cover 
only  the  184  of  the  Shepherds,  or  somewhat  less,  and 
Dyn.  Ill  of  Africanus  cannot  be  supposed  to  continue  after 
the  capture  of  Memphis  and  the  commencement  thereupon 
of  the  Shepherd  domination,  it  follows,  that  the  commence- 
ment of  the  214  years  of  Dyn.  Ill  must  be  put  up  1 1 1 years 
before  the  end  of  Dyn.  I of  Africanus;  that  is,  it  will  have 
commenced  about  79  years  after  the  accession  of  Menes,  a 
date  not  at  all  improbable. 

Dynasty  V of  Africanus  (XII  of  Manetho),  which,  with 
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its  ix  kings,  must  be  reduced  from  248  to  220  [228  or  218] 
• years,  having  a separate  designation  (if  'KXeipairrtvrjt),  causes 
; no  difficulty.  Its  kings  were  certainly  connected  with  Mem- 
phis (for  their  names  occur  mixed  with  those  of  Dynasty 
IV  of  Africanus  in  the  tombs  about  the  pyramids),  and  if 
they  reigned  at  Heliopolis  they  might  be  regarded  as  Mem- 
phites of  the  East  bank ; for  “ Alt,"  the  Egyptian  word  for 
the  east,  is  also  the  name  of  Elephantine.  Since  they  are  a 
separate  line,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  supposing  them  to  have 
commenced  at  any  date  not  earlier  than  the  commencement 
of  Dynasty  III;  and  this  is  a point  on  which  light  can 
be  thrown  only  by  the  monuments,  or  by  hieratic  papyri. 
But  if  they  began  later,  and  lasted  together  with  the  Mem- 
phites of  Dynasty  IV  through,  or  almost  through,  the 
184  years  of  the  Shepherds,  they  would  have  begun  36  or 
34  years  before  the  termination  of  Dynasty  III  of  Afri- 
canus (X  of  Manetho),  and  also  36  or  34  before  the  termi- 
nation of  Dynasty  XVII  of  the  Chronicle. 

Dynasty  VI,  again,  of  Africanus,  though  called  Mem- 
phite, must  be  a separate  line  by  itself,  both  because  we  have 
already  had  one  succession  of  Memphites  reaching  down  to 
Dynasty  XVIII ; and  also  because  it  is  separated  from  that 
succession  in  Manetho’s  lists  by  a dynasty  with  another  de- 
signation. So  the  name  “ Memphite  ” is  used  in  a wide  sense. 
And,  in  fact,  the  monuments  connect  the  kings  of  this  dy- 
nasty chiefly  with  central  Egypt,  while  from  the  lists  of 
Eratosthenes  it  is  found  to  contribute  one  name,  that  of 
Phiops  with  his  last  22  years,  to  make  the  third  of  the 
four  Memphite  generations  of  Dynasty  XVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle. And  the  monuments  mark  the  18th  year  of  the 
sovereignty  of  this  king  over  all  Egypt ; which  sufficiently 
shows  that  he  reigned  before  the  Shepherds  and  their  Mem- 
phite contemporaries,  of  Dynasties  XV  and  IV  of  Afri- 
canus. If  we  let  the  last  three  reigns  of  this  dynasty  stand 
as  actual  reigns,  only  with  94  not  100  years  to  Phiops,  and 
reduce  the  first  three,  in  conformity  with  the  average  of 
24^,  to  73^  years,  the  whole  dynasty  having  then  180^ 
years  ending  29  years  before  the  end  of  Dynasty  XVII 
of  the  Chronicle,  it  must  be  supposed  to  have  begun  1 10] 
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years  before  the  end  of  Dyn.  I of  Africanus,  i.  e.  only 
79^  or  77  after  Menes,  in  the  very  same  year,  perhaps,  ac- 
cording to  our  scale  of  averages,  with  the  earliest  Memphite 
dynasty,  the  two  being  a double  offshoot,  at  one  and  the 
same  point,  from  the  trunk  line  of  Tanis.  As  for  the  notice 
of  Manetho  that  Nitocris,  the  last  name  in  Dynasty  VI  of 
Africanus,  “ built  the  third  pyramid,”  this  is  of  no  weight, 
since  we  know  both  that  it  was  the  purpose  of  Manetho  to 
present  all  the  dynasties  as  successive,  and  that,  whenever  it 
suited  his  purpose  to  make  them  so,  his  assertions  are  fabu- 
lous. Still,  since  even  falsehood  must  have  had  some 
source,  one  may  reasonably  inquire  after  the  source  of  this 
notice  ; and  we  may  perhaps  find  it,  if  we  put  together  the 
following  facts:  — Herodotus  was  told  that  the  third  pyra- 
mid was  built  by  Mycerinus  ; and  rightly,  for  his  name  and 
sarcophagus  have  been  found  in  it.  He  says,  also,  that  some 
pretended  it  was  built  by  a certain  beauty  named  Rhodopis 
(compare  the  words  apaiorart),  ^avOtj  t ijv  xpoiav,  in  the 
lists),  of  the  times  of  the  Saites  of  Dyn.  XXVI.  He  saw 
himself  “ at  Sait  ” the  wooden  coffin,  in  the  form  of  a cow, 
of  the  daughter  of  King  Mycerinus,  whom  he  naturally 
identified  with  the  builder  of  the  third  pyramid,  whereas,  in 
truth,  it  was  a Saite  king  of  Dyn.  XXVI,  who  had  taken 
to  himself  exceptionally  the  name  of  Mcncheres;  and  two 
Nitocrises,  mother  and  daughter,  appear  in  the  same  family 
as  Pallades,  and  as  connected  with  the  kings  Necho  II.  and 
Psammitichus  II. ; and  with  the  latter  of  these  two  kings, 
the  Greek  name  of  Doricha  or  Rhodopis  also  seems  to  be 
connected.  The  pyramid  of  Mycerinus  is  said  to  be  of 
double  construction,  as  if  a smaller  pyramid,  built  for  one 
sepulchre,  had  afterwards  been  made  the  nucleus  of  a larger. 
The  reign  of  Mycerinus  having  been  cut  short  according  to 
Herodotus,  this  agrees  with  the  idea  that  his  pyramid  might 
be  enlarged  and  finished  afterwards,  perhaps  by  his  daughter, 
perhaps  by  a queen  such  as  Amessis,  certainly  not  by  Nito- 
cris of  Dyn.  VI.  But  it  is  to  be  remarked  that  Manetho, 
having  given  Mycerinus  a reign  of  66  years,  long  enough  to 
complete  anyone  of  the  pyramids,  says  not  of  Nitocris  that  she 
finished,  but  simply  that  she  built,  “ fyyeipe,”  the  third  pyra- 
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mitl,  which  is  a plain  falsehood,  blending  well  with  the 
Greek  story  of  Rhodopis,  but  contradicted  both  by  Hero- 
dotus and  by  the  pyramid  itself.  However,  if  any  one  wish 
to  make  the  best  of  the  case  for  Manetho,  and  if  the  con- 
struction of  the  pyramid  admit  of  the  hypothesis,  it  is  open 
for  him  to  imagine  that  Nitocris  of  Dyn.  VI  of  Africanus 
may  have  “ built  ” a small  pyramid  (since  pyramids  were 
built  from  the  time  of  the  third  successor  of  Menes),  which 
afterwards  became  the  nucleus  of  “ the  third  pyramid  ” 
built  and  completed,  under  Dyn.  IV  of  Africanus,  by  Men- 
cheres.  And  though  it  is  true  that  the  use  of  granite  can 
be  traced  as  high  as  the  time  of  Papa  Maire  (the  Moeris  of 
Herodotus), — for  he  is  said  by  Pliny  (“  Phios  and  Smarres,” 
he  writes  the  names)  to  have  set  up  two  plain  obelisks,  of  no 
great  size,  still  perhaps  to  be  seen  at  Rome,  and  an  altar 
of  black  basalt,  bearing  his  name,  is  preserved  in  the  mu- 
seum at  Turin, — still  it  is  not  likely  that  the  use  of  “ Ethiopia 
stone,”  such  as  partly  faced  the  third  pyramid,  was  intro- 
duced on  any  great  scale  before  the  time  of  Sesortasen  L,  the 
successor  of  Papa-Mairc  as  sovereign  of  all  Egypt,  and  the 
first  conqueror  of  Nubia. 

To  come  now  to  the  three  dynasties  of  Upper  Egypt,  XI, 
XII,  and  XIV  (as  it  seems)  of  Africanus,  numbered  XIV, 
XV,  and  XVI  by  the  original  Manetho:  — For  the  earliest 
Diospolite  dynasty,  Dyn.  XIV  of  Manetho  (XI  of  Africanus,) 
the  number  of  kings  given  is  xvi ; and  a series  of  xiii  names, 
probably  representing  these,  and  nearly  justifying  the  num- 
ber, appears  on  the  left-hand  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber, 
with  a shorter  line,  viz.,  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XII  of  Africanus, 
following  one  another  in  a contrary  order,  interposed  in  the 
midst  of  them.  The  xm  names  are — 1.  A prince  named 
Enantef  or  Nantef  (which  in  Greek  might  be  EnanUeus  or 
Myrtacus) : his  name  alone,  of  them  all,  is  not  inclosed  in  a 
cartouche.  2.  Mentuhotep  I.  (perhaps  the  same  whose  throne- 
name  is  Ra-neb-teti).  3.  Enantef  II.  4.  Enantef  III. 
(whose  other  name  perhaps  is  known).  5.  Perhaps  (for  the 
name  is  not  preserved)  Enantef  IV.,  with  the  addition  Aa, 
and  the  throne-name  Ra-tap-ma-kherp ; for  the  sarcophagi  of 
two  of  these  kings,  brothers,  the  one  of  whom  buried  the 
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other,  have  been  found  at  Thebes,  and  with  other  objects 
from  the  same  tomb,  bearing  their  names,  are  now  in  the 
museums  of  London,  Paris,  and  Leyden.  6.  Enantcf  V.,  Ra - 
her-per-ma-kherp,  whose  sarcophagus  is  preserved.  7.  Per- 
haps Mentuhotep  II.  (for  this  name  is  again  effaced).  8.  Ra-s- 
neferkar.  9.  Ra-neb-clieru  (whose  family  name,  elsewhere 
found  conjoined  with  this,  is  Mentuhotep  III. ; his  44th  year  is 
marked  on  a stele  from  Abydo9  in  the  Turin  museum,  and 
in  one  of  the  monumental  lists  at  Thebes,  at  the  Ramesseum, 
his  name  appears  as  the  sole  intermediate  link  between  Menes 
and  Amosis  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII).  10.  Ranub-ehepcr 
(whose  family  name,  elsewhere  conjoined  with  this,  is  Enan- 
tef'). 11.  Tseser-en-ra  (the  same  name  with  that  of  a Mem- 
phite king  of  Dyn.  Ill  of  Africanus,  who  built  one  of  the 
pyramids).  12.  Setcht-en-ra  (to  whom  Bunsen  gives  the 
family  name  Aah-hotep).  13.  Ra-s-hennen,  whose  family 
name  is  Taanaken,  and  who  is  known  to  have  been  the  im- 
mediate predecessor  of  Amosis,  the  founder  of  Dyn.  XVIII. 
There  are  also  on  the  monuments  two  or  three  other  names 
seemingly  connected  with  these,  such  as  Ra-spen-neb, 
Ka-mes,  and  an  earlier  Ra-s-kenncn,  which  will  bring  up 
the  list  to  the  full  number  of  sixteen  kings. 

But  these  xvi  kings  have  in  fact  no  years  assigned  to  them 
by  Manetho ; for  the  43  years  nominally  given  to  them  are 
probably  intended  only  to  mark  off  so  many  years  really 
belonging  to  Dyn.  XII  of  Africanus  but  detached  because 
after  those  43  years  the  remaining  kings  of  the  dynasty  were 
no  longer  lords  of  Memphis  and  of  all  Egypt.  Else,  to 
divide  43  years  between  xvi  kings,  giving  less  than  2 years 
and  8 months  to  each,  and  that  too  after  all  their  prede- 
cessors have  averaged  something  over  31  years  each,  is 
plainly  absurd.  But  if  we  give  them  24£  each,  the  full 
average  of  the  Chronicle  and  Eratosthenes,  they  will  cover 
392  years.  And  supposing  them  to  end,  as  the  monuments 
seem  to  show  that  they  did  end,  immediately  before  the  com- 
mencement of  Dyn.  XVIII,  they  will  even  so  have  begun 
as  early  as  the  85th  year  after  Menes,  that  is,  very  little 
later  than  the  other  two  branch-lines  from  the  original  trunk 
of  Tanis,  viz.,  that  of  the  Memphites  of  Memphis  itself. 
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and  that  of  the  Memphites  of  Central  Egypt,  Dyn.  Ill  and 
Dyn.  VI  of  Africanus;  for  we  need  not  now  speculate 
about  the  date  of  the  origin  of  his  Dyn.  V. 

Dj|n.  xv.  The  vn  kings  of  Dyn.  XV  of  Manetho  (XII  of  Africanus) 

iVtej”'!!!!’0’  are  also  named  Diospolite  ; and  we  have  seen  that  the  first  of 
isM.to'N..*.'  them,  Sesortasen  I.,  is  shown  by  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  to 

17  i.c.  1799.  * 

make  the  last  of  the  four  “ Memphite”  generations  of  Dyn. 
XVII  of  the  Chronicle.  The  monuments  justify  both  desig- 
nations, connecting,  on  the  one  hand,  Sesortasen  I.  with  the 
earlier  Memphite  kings  Siserirenra  and  Aan;  and  on  the 
other  showing  that  Thebes  itself  was  not  the  ordinary  resi- 
dence cither  of  himself,  or  of  his  co-regents  Amenemhe  I. 
and  II.,  or  of  his  successors  of  Dyn.  XII  of  Africanus,  but 
was  ruled  by  a line  of  local  kings  (Dyn.  XI  of  Africanus) 
of  secondary  importance,  while  the  monuments  and  tombs  of 
the  later  kings  of  Dyn.  XII  appear  rather  in  the  Fayoum. 
Still,  after  they  had  lost  the  sovereignty  over  Memphis  and 
Lower  Egypt,  they  might  rightly  be  called  Diospolites,  as 
sovereigns  of  all  Upper  Egypt ; as  before,  for  some  similar 
reason,  they  were  styled  Memphites. 

According  to  Manetho  the  vn  kings  of  his  Dyn.  XV 
(Dyn.  XII  of  Africanus)  have  160  years,  with  average 
reigns  of  nearly  23  years  each,  Amenemhe  I.  (counting 
whom  there  would  be  vm  kings  with  176  years,  and  an 
average  of  22  years  to  each)  being  named  only  as  an  appen- 
dage to  the  preceding  dynasty.  But  in  the  Turin  papyrus 
the  vm  kings  of  this  dynasty,  Amenemhe  I.  being  the  first, 
have  a sum  of  213  years,  1 month,  and  17  days.  The  separate 
reigns,  as  partly  still  legible  in  the  papyrus,  partly  restored 
conjecturally  by  comparison  of  such  traces  as  remain  in  the 
papyrus  with  the  Greek  lists,  should  succeed  one  another  in 
some  such  w ay  as  follows : — 

i.  Amenemhe  /.,  Ra-s-hotep-het. — The  papyrus,  after  the 
0 1«4 : sign  for  years,  and  seemingly  in  direct  connection  with  it, 
’in  fragment  No.  64,  retains  distinct  traces  of  the  number  ix. 
(Bunsen  quotes  Seyffarth  for  [x]ix,  but  there  is  neither  any 
trace  of  a x,  nor  appearance  of  room  for  it  ) Manetho  gives 
only  xvi  years.  In  an  inscription  on  a stele  now  at  Paris, 
“ the  8th  year  ” is  named  in  connection  with  two  kings  at 
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once,  Amenemhe  I.  and  Sesortasen  I. ; and  again  in  another 
inscription,  also  at  Paris,  the  “ 9th  year  of  Sesortasen  I.  ” 
is  marked,  the  name  of  Amenemhe  I.  also,  but  without  any 
other  titles,  being  prefixed.  Hence  it  seems  that  whether 
Amenemhe  I.  reigned  in  all  only  16,  or  more  from  some 
earlier  accession,  he  had  for  his  last  7 years  at  least,  perhaps 
even  for  the  full  16  years,  Sesortasen  I.  for  his  colleague  on 
the  throne  of  Upper  Egypt,  where  he  appears  originally  as 
contemporary  with,  and  as  some  think  subordinate  to  a king 
named  Mentuhotep  (whom  we  have  placed  in  Dyn.  XI  of 
Afiricanus).  Eratosthenes  seemingly  gave  these  two  kings 
Amenemhe  I.  and  Sesortasen  I.  under  two  names  (Pctea- 
thyres  and  another  which  has  fallen  out)  as  two  of  his  gene- 
rations numbered  XXXI  and  XXXII,  but  with  only  one  joint 
reign  of  42  years,  a sum,  as  we  may  infer,  representing 
the  whole  time  during  which  Sesortasen  I.,  whether  jointly 
with  Amenemhe  I.  and  II.  or  alone,  wras  sovereign  of 
all  Egypt,  after  the  death  of  Papa  Maire.  Of  any  earlier 
years  which  either  Amenemhe  I.  may  have  reigned  in 
Upper  Egypt  before  Sesortasen  became  his  colleague,  or 
Sesortasen  in  Lower  Egypt  either  before  or  after  his  alli- 
ance with  Amenemhe  I.,  whose  daughter  probably  he  mar- 
ried (since  he  is  called  'Appevepibris),  Eratosthenes  takes  no 
notice ; but  it  is  certainly  quite  possible  that  from  their  ear- 
liest accessions  Amenemhe  I.  may  have  reigned  1 9 years  or 
more,  and  Sesortasen  I.,  not  42  only,  or  45,  or  46,  but  even 
48  or  49  years.  The  42  years  of  Eratosthenes  are  proba- 
bly identical  chronologically  with  the  43  given  to  the  con- 
temporary Dyn.  XI  of  Africanus  by  Manctho,  some  frac- 
tional months  and  days,  amounting  nearly  to  half  a year, 
having  been  cut  off  in  compiling  the  one  list,  but  filled  up 
in  the  other. 

II.  Sesortasen  I.,  Ra-cheper  ha. — In  a fragment  of  the  J*n.  l, 
Turin  papyrus,  numbered  67,  and  supposed  to  have  con-  JJg- 
tained  the  figures  for  this  and  the  four  following  reigns,  there 
are  traces,  after  the  uppermost  sign  for  “ years,”  of  the  f)£0'  VjJL 
number  xl,  and  most  probably  also  of  viii ; certainly  either 
of  viii  or  v.  -(Bunsen  gives  the  number  xlv  as  “ still 
legible.”)  Africanus  gives  this  king  only  xlvi  years,  which 
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would  agree  well  with  Bunsen’s  reading  of  the  papyrus,  if 
we  suppose  that  the  papyrus  made  xlv  years,  and  a fraction  ex- 
ceeding vi  months.  It  appears  that  in  his  41st  or  42nd  year 
he  associated  his  successor,  as  there  is  an  inscription  which 
names  conjointly  the  44th  year  of  Scsortasen  I.  and  the  3rd 
year  of  Amcnemhe  II.  The  xlii  years  then  given  by  Era- 
tosthenes to  Amenemhe  I.  and  Sesortasen  I.  jointly,  if  they 
end  at  the  death  of  the  latter,  include  the  first  five  at  least  of 
Amenemhe  II.,  who  in  that  case  might  be  reckoned  chrono- 
logically to  reign  only  33  instead  of  38  years.  The  xlii  years 
begin  probably,  as  has  been  said  above,  from  the  date  when 
Sesortasen  I.  became  sovereign  of  all  Egypt,  which  we  col- 
lect from  Eratosthenes,  and  indirectly  also  from  Herodotus, 
was  upon  the  death  of  Papa  Maire.  And  it  may  be  that  his 
alliance  and  union  with  Amenemhe  I.  was  either  made  in 
the  same  year  with  this  event,  or  a few  years  before. 

Oojv  w,  in.  Amenemhe  II.,  Ra-nub-karu. — In  the  papyrus,  after 
' orw"  8’6n  f°r  years,  there  is  the  greater  part  of  a sign  which, 
“'dVc  when  perfect,  must  have  been  either  x,  xx,  or  xxx,  followed, 
;c- l9W-  it  may  be,  by  units,  and  by  fractional  months  and  days. 
We  may  conjecture  that  the  sum  of  the  years  marked  was 
[xx]x[viii],  so  as  to  agree  with  the  number  in  the  lists  of 
Africanus.  Colonel  Felix  concluded  from  a stele  which  he 
saw  at  Alexandria,  but  which  unhappily  has  been  lost  since, 
that  Amenemhe  II.  was  son  of  Amenemhe  I.,  whence  Bunsen 
argues  that  Sesortasen  I.  and  Amenemhe  II.  were  brothers: 
but  this  would  not  follow  merely  because  Sesortasen  I.  is 
called  “son”  of  Amenemhe  (he  might  be  son-in-law);  and  it 
is  sufficiently  disproved  by  the  fact  that  Amenemhe  II.  was 
associated  by  Sesortasen  I.  only  in  his  41st  or  42nd  year,  and 
reigned  himself  38  years  afterwards.  It  is  true  that  Erato- 
sthenes gives  him  only  xxiii  years,  but  this  is  perhaps  an 
error,  since  the  monuments  mark  his  35th  year : and  further, 
by  marking  the  concurrence  of  his  3rd  year  with  the  44th 
of  Sesortasen,  and  that  of  his  35th  with  the  3rd  of  Sesor- 
tasen II.,  they  seem  to  forbid  any  deduction  from  the  38  years 
of  his  whole  reign  beyond  5 or  6 imperfect  years  of  concur- 
rence with  Sesortasen  I.  (if  Sesortasen  reigned  xlv  and  some 
months),  and  6 years,  possibly  with  some  months  over,  which 
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might  be  reckoned  as  7 imperfect  years,  at  most,  of  concur- 
rence with  Sesortnsen  II.  But  after  deducting  5 or  6,  and  6 
or  7,  there  still  remain  26  years  during  which  he  should  have 
reigned  alone.  But  if  we  reckon  xlviii  years  to  Sesortnsen 
I.  with  perhaps  a fraction  over  (and  this  seems  rather  than 
xlv  to  have  been  the  reading  of  the  papyrus),  then  perhaps 
cutting  off  8 or  9 years  from  the  beginning,  and  7 or  6 from 
the  end  of  his  xxxviii,  we  may  just  succeed  in  reducing  the 
time  that  Amenemhe  II.  reigned  alone  to  the  xxiii  years 
allowed  him  by  Eratosthenes. 

If,  as  is  possible,  though  the  name  Concharis  cannot  be 
connected  with  him,  Amenemhe  II.  be  the  king  really  alluded 
to  under  the  names  “Timseus”  and  “Concharis,”  in  whose 
time  according  to  Manetho  (in  his  5th  year  Synccllus  has 
it)  “the  Shepherds”  became  the  chief  power  in  Egypt,  it 
results  that  this  change  took  place  either  immediately  on  the 
death  of  Sesortasen  I.,  or  within  one  year  after  it. 

rv.  Sesortasen  II.,  Ra-sha-cheper.  — The  papyrus  has  i».  u, 

11-  Ml  . , - . , , , » c.  1*0.  io 

clearly  xix  years,  possibly  with  some  fractional  months  and  »,  » o. 
days  after  them.  On  the  monuments  his  11th  year  has  been 
found ; and,  according  to  Sir  G.  Wilkinson,  his  3rd  year  is 
named  as  coinciding  with  the  35th  of  Amenemhe  II.,  in  an 
inscription  at  Assouan.  If  so,  his  first  year  should  be  con- 
current with  the  33rd,  or  possibly  in  part  with  the  32nd,  of 
his  father.  And  the  text  of  Eratosthenes’  list  giving  only 
xxiii  years  to  Amenemhe  II.,  reckons,  as  it  seems,  his  full 
xix  to  Sesortasen  II.,  whom  with  Sesortasen  III.  it  con- 
solidates into  one  generation  with  lv  years. 

v.  Sesortasen  III,  Ra-sha-karu,  or  Khakaru  (Concharis?).  ^ *• 

The  papyrus  has  certainly  xxx,  and  we  may  suppose  that  it  301 B C' 
had  v besides  in  the  place  for  units,  since  it  is  clear  that  the 
thirty-third  generation  of  Eratosthenes,  with  lv  years,  is  a 
consolidation  of  these  two  kings ; and,  even  with  his  full 
xix  to  Sesortasen  II.,  xxxvi  must  be  given  to  Sesortasen 
IIL  to  make  up  the  number.  Manetho,  in  the  lists  of 
Africanus,  seems  to  transpose  these  two  kings,  putting  down 
Sesortasen  II.,  under  the  name  of  Lachares,  with  only  viii 
years,  to  follow  after  Sesortasen  III.,  to  whom,  under  the 
name  of  Sesostris,  he  gives  xlviii  (ascribing  to  him  at 
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the  same  time  acts  belonging  to  Sesortasen  I.  and  to  Ra- 
ineses II.  and  III.).  However,  the  joint  sum  of  his  two 
reigns  (viii  + xlviii  = ) lvi,  scarcely  differs  from  that  made 
by  Eratosthenes,  and  may  be  reconciled  with  it,  if  only 
we  suppose  one  of  the  two  sums  viii  and  xlviii,  of  which 
it  is  composed,  to  have  been  obtained  originally  by  round- 
ing off  a fraction.  The  monuments  are  said  to  have  supplied 
as  yet  no  later  date  of  his  reign  than  the  14th  year.  It 
is  to  be  observed  further  that  in  the  series  of  the  Karnak 
Chamber  either  one  of  these  two  kings  consolidated  by 
Eratosthenes  (and,  if  either  of  them,  it  should  be  Sesor- 
tasen II.  who  has  the  shorter  reign)  is  omitted,  or  else 
Amenemhe  III.  is  omitted,  which  the  length  of  his  reign 
and  the  greatness  of  its  monuments  makes  unlikely,  unless 
there  was  some  special  ill-will  to  his  memory,  like  that  which 
has  caused  the  omission  of  the  Memphite  pyramid-builders 
from  the  monumental  lists. 

«.  from  Dot  VI.  Amenemhe  111.,  Ra-en-ma. — The  papyrus  has  plainly 
nr  43  from  xl  years,  and  perhaps  also  viii  in  the  place  of  units,  so  as 
.^N^to  vary  as  little  as  possible  from  Manetho,  whose  list  gives 
Erot-  him,  under  the  name  Ammeres,  viii  years.  And  this  may 
be  correct  for  the  units;  but  the  monuments  marking  a 
44th  and  even  a 45th  year  of  the  reign,  show  clearly  that 
four  decades  have  been  omitted.  (For  the  knowledge  of  the 
45  th  year  of  this  king,  marked  in  an  inscription  at  Sarabeit 
, el  Khadeem,  the  writer  is  indebted  to  Mr.  Birch  of  the 

British  Museum.)  In  the  lists  of  Manetho,  as  given  by 
Eusebius,  though  he  seems  in  general  to  have  merely  copied, 
or  else  to  have  altered  for  himself  in  copying  from  Africanus, 
there  is  a remarkable  variant  For,  after  the  two  kings 
answering  to  Sesortasen  II.  and  III.,  though  in  inverted 
order,  he  ceases,  after  his  slovenly  manner,  to  transcribe  the 
names,  and  gives  in  general  terms  to  “ their  successors”  (ot 
S's  tovtcov  SidSo^oi),  a space  of  xlii  years,  made  perhaps  by 
doubling  each  of  the  two  reigns  of  viii  years,  and  adding 
the  iv  of  the  last  reign  of  the  dynasty.  And  in  these  ear- 
lier dynasties  (earlier,  that  is,  than  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chro- 
nicle), Eusebius  has  not  the  same  reason  as  below  (though 
he  still  has  some  reason)  for  making  arbitrary  alterations. 
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At  any  rate,  he  would  have  seemed  to  come  very  near  to 
Eratosthenes,  if  only  he  had  given  his  xlii  years  to  the  two 
Amenemhes  III.  and  IV.,  instead  of  including  also  under 
them  another  reign,  the  last  of  the  dynasty.  For,  in  the  list  of 
Eratosthenes  Araenemhe  III.,  under  the  name  Mares,  with 
xliii  years,  makes  the  last  of  a series  plainly  taken  from 
the  same  kings  as  belong  to  Dyn.  XII.  of  Africanus;  and 
as  Amenemhe  III.  and  IV.  were  certainly  colleagues  for 
some  part  at  least  of  the  reign  of  the  latter,  if  not  for  its  whole 
duration  (their  names  being  found  conjoined  more  than  once 
in  the  same  inscriptions),  it  is  not  unlikely  that  the  two  are 
consolidated  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  into  a single  gene- 
ration. And  in  the  series  of  the  Karnak  chamber,  where 
Amenemhe  IV.  is  still  to  be  seen,  Amenemhe  III.,  as  some 
think,  though  he  had  by  far  the  longer  reign  of  the  two, 
is  omitted  altogether.  But  if  we  would  reconcile  the  xliii 
years  given  to  Amenemhe  III.  (with  or  without  Amenemhe 
IV.)  by  Eratosthenes,  with  the  xlv  at  least  shown  to  bo 
his  by  the  inscription  at  Sarabeit  el  Khadeem,  or  with  the 
xlviii  which  we  have  made  for  him  by  uniting  the  decades 
of  the  Turin  MS.  of  Eratosthenes  and  of  the  monuments 
with  the  units  of  Manetho,  we  must  suppose  that  Ame- 
nemhe III.  was  associated  by  Sesortasen  III.  some  five  or 
six  years  before  his  death. 

vii.  Amenemhe  IV.,  Ra-ma-khru,  ix  years  4-  iii  months  + “nfrB°™  **’•[£ 
xxvii  days,  according  to  fragment  No.  72  of  the  papyrus,  ‘ ao.°™r. 
which  for  the  two  last  reigns  of  the  dynasty,  and  for  its  itS; 
sum,  has  still  all  the  figures  for  the  years,  months,  and  days  Er“' 
perfect.  Nevertheless  in  the  lists  of  Africanus  this  king 
has  only  viii  years  instead  of  ix,  a difference  which  is  easily 
accounted  for,  if  we  suppose  only  one  year  of  his  reign,  or  a 
little  more,  to  have  been  concurrent  with  the  last  part  of  the 
reign  of  Amenemhe  III.,  after  whose  death  he  reigned  on  8, 
or  something  less  than  8,  years  alone.  But  if  this  were 
so,  we  must  no  longer  suppose  Amenemhe  IV.  to  be  conso- 
lidated into  one  generation  with  his  predecessor  in  the  list 
of  Eratosthenes.  Or,  again,  it  is  conceivable  that  both 
Amenemhe  III.  and  IV.,  if  they  were  brothers,  were  asso- 
ciated or  made  district  kings  under  Sesortasen  III.,  and 
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that  Amenemlie  III.  reigned  on  xliii,  Amenemhe  IV.  only 
viii  years  after  the  death  of  their  father, 
is,  viii.  Scemiophris,  or  Ra-Sebeknefru,  iii  years  + x months 
'•c  + iv  days,  according  to  the  papyrus.  In  the  Manetho  of 
Africanus,  the  reign  is  filled  up  to  iv  years.  In  the  list  of 
Eratosthenes,  who  had  only  a limited  number  of  generations 
into  which  to  compress  all  the  kings  of  whatever  dynasty 
whom  he  named  or  alluded  to,  the  last  two  reigns  of  Dyn. 
XI L of  Africanus  are  unnoticed,  and  the  compilers  of  his 
Beries  pass  to  kings  of  another  lineage. 

Thus  the  sum  given  by  the  papyrus  at  the  end  of  the 
dynasty  in  fragment  No.  72  (viz.  ccxiii  years  + i month  + 
xvii  days)  may  be  exhibited  by  adding  up  the  eight  separate 
reigns,  as  still  recoverable  from  fragments  64  and  67,  or 
filled  up  conjecturally  by  comparison  with  other  authorities. 
For  in  whole  years  the  eight  reigns  (9  + 48  + 38  + 19  + 
36+48  + 9 + 3)  have  210  years : we  know  that  the  frac- 
tional months  and  days  of  the  last  two  reigns  add  1 year 
2 months,  and  1 day ; and  we  may  presume  that  the  frac- 
tional months  and  days  of  the  six  earlier  reigns,  if  we  had 
them,  would  make  up  the  1 year  +11  months  +16  days 
that  are  still  wanting. 

If  Amenemhe  I.  were  separated  in  the  papyrus,  as  he  is 
in  the  lists  of  Manetho,  the  sum  of  the  papyrus  for  the 
remaining  vn  kings  would  be  205  years.  That  of  Manetho 
in  the  lists  of  Africanus  for  these  same  vn  kings  is  only  1 60 
years.  But  with  the  addition  of  the  xvi  of  Amenemhe  L, 
appended  to  Dyn.  XI,  and  of  the  other  xliii  which  we 
suppose  to  be  only  nominally  attached  to  the  xvi  kings  of 
the  same  Dyn.  XI,  but  really  to  represent  the  reign  of 
Sesortasen  I.,  we  have  219  years,  reconcilable  perhaps  with 
the  sum  of  213  given  by  the  papyrus  for  all  the  reigns  of  the 
dynasty.  But  Eratosthenes,  omitting  all  merely  concurrent 
years,  makes  from  the  beginning  of  the  8th  year  of  the  49 
imperfect  of  Sesortasen  I.  (which  should  be  42  full  years 
before  the  end  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle),  that  is, 
from  Thoth  1,  or  Dec.  30  in  b.c.  1974,  to  the  death  of  Ame- 
nemhe III.,  a sum  of  163  years  (which  would  need  an  addi- 
tion of  three  more  years  to  Amenemhe  II.,  if  Sesortasen  I. 
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reigned  not  48  but  only  45  years  and  some  months:  and 
then  instead  of  163  we  should  have  166  years).  Again,  if 
to  163  or  166  we  prefix  (9  + 7 = ) 16  years,  and  append 
for  the  last  two  reigns  of  the  dynasty  (8  + 4 =)  12  years 
unnoticed  by  Eratosthenes,  we  shall  have  191  or  194  chro- 
nological years;  and  the  dynasty  will  begin  from  Jan.  3, 
B.C.  1989,  and  will  reach  to  Nov.  17,  b.c.  1799,  133  years 
after  the  commencement  of  the  ascendency  of  the  Shep- 
herds by  the  capture  of  Memphis,  1 year  before  the 
death  of  the  patriarch  Joseph,  and  51  years  before  the 
expulsion  of  the  Shepherds  by  Amosis,  or  at  least  before 
bis  coronation  at  Memphis.  But  that  it  really  ended, 
whether  then  or  a little  earlier  or  later,  without  reaching 
down  to  the  war  with  the  Shepherds,  appears  also  from  the 
monuments  (see  the  “Tomb  of  Aalimes, ” illustrated  by 
M.  de  llougt: ),  and  from  an  hieratic  papyrus  already  men- 
tioned more  than  once,  which  show  that  at  the  beginning  of 
the  war  of  independence  only  one  native  prince,  named 
lia-s-kennen,  and  he  the  last  of  Dyn.  XI  of  Africanus,  not 
of  XII,  was  reigning  in  Upper  Egypt  The  30  remaining 
years  of  Amenemhe  II.  from  the  end  of  his  8th  (or  33 
from  the  end  of  his  5th)  year  would  seem  to  end  in 
B.C.  1902 ; and  the  19  of  Sesortasen  II.  beginning  in 
B.c.  1909,  would  end  in  B.c.  1890,  12  years  before  the  ex- 
altation of  Joseph.  So  the  thirty-seven  Asiatics  (Aamou) 
who  are  represented  in  a tomb  at  Beni-IIassan  with  their 
wives  and  children  and  asses  bowing  down  and  bring- 
ing  gifts  of  game  taken  in  hunting,  in  the  6th  year  of 
Sesortasen  II.,  would  seem  to  have  submitted  themselves  to 
be  “ bondsmen”  in  b.c.  1903,  34  years  before  the  family  of 
Jacob  came  into  Egypt.  The  36  years  of  Sesortasen  III., 
if  they  commenced  from  after  the  full  19  of  Sesortasen  II. 
in  b.c.  1890  would  end  in  b.c,  1854;  and  the  seven  years 
of  famine,  during  which,  as  we  suppose,  it  was  that  Upper 
Egypt  also  became  subject  to  the  Shepherds,  would  lie 
between  his  19th  and  his  26th  year,  b.c.  1871 — 1864.  So 
his  victory  over  the  frontier  tribes,  read  by  some  Pennoii,  in 
Nubia,  which  is  recorded  by  an  inscription  at  Semneh  and 
connected  with  the  21st  day  of  Pharmouthi  the  eighth  month, 
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and,  as  it  is  said,  also  with  the  celebration  of  one  of  the  three 
season-festivals,  and  with  the  8th  year  of  the  king,  should  be 
fixed  to  July  26th  of  the  Julian  year  b.c.  1882  anticipated, 
without  the  Gregorian  correction ; since  this  should  be  the 
8th  year  of  the  reign ; and  Thoth  1 was  then  at  Dec.  8. 
But  how  Pharmouthi  21  = July  26,  being  the  10th  day 
before  the  1st  of  the  ninth  month  Pachons,  then  at 
August  5th,  should  have  been  then  the  day  of  a season- 
festival,  or  how  that  season  of  the  year  at  which  it  then 
was  should  have  been  suitable  for  gaining  any  victory, 
is  not  apparent. 

If  there  be  here  no  error,  it  is  the  actual  observation  of 
Sirius  which  seems  to  be  indicated  as  fixing  the  recurrence 
of  the  festival  of  the  summer  season,  though  the  date  spe- 
cified, July  26,  is  five  or  six  days  too  late  for  it,  the  first 
appearance  of  Sirius  being  taken  for  the  latitude  of  Mem- 
phis, or  a little  higher,  to  be  at  July  20. 

According  to  M.  Biot  the  heliacal  rising  of  Sirius,  which 
in  B.C.  3285,  and  on  Pachons  1 (had  the  Egyptian  months 
then  existed),  coincided  with  the  solstice  and  with  the  rise  of 
the  Nile,  might  be  taken  practically  to  coincide  with  the  same 
for  500  years  on  either  side  of  that  date,  though,  as  time 
went  on,  Sirius  rose  at  an  increasing  interval  after  the  sol- 
stice. In  b.c.  2783,  he  says,  that  is  315  years  after  the 
Flood,  the  interval  between  the  solstice  and  the  heliacal 
rising  of  Sirius  (then  at  Thoth  1)  was  as  yet  only  3 days; 
so  that  the  first  settlers  of  the  Delta  may  well  have  taken 
the  appearance  of  Sirius  to  mark  the  commencement  of  the 
season.  Ten  centuries  later  (after  1003  years  and  8 months), 
that  is,  in  B.c.  1780,  when  the  movable  Thoth  had  fallen 
back  two  whole  seasons  of  the  zodiac,  and  was  at  Nov.  12, 
the  appearance  of  Sirius  on  the  20th  J uly  coincided  with 
the  11th  of  Pachons,  10  or  11  days  after  the  solstice;  and 
Pachons  1 being  equivalent  to  July  10,  the  signification  of 
the  Egyptian  tetramenia,  as  expressed  in  hieroglyphics,  then 
corresponded  to  the  actual  seasons.  And  in  B.C.  1322,  when 
the  Sothic  Cycle  expired  and  was  renewed,  the  interval,  M. 
Biot  says,  between  the  summer  solstice  and  the  appearance 
of  Sirius  on  July  20  amounted  to  as  much  as  14  or  15  days. 
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If,  then,  the  Egyptians  had  still  continued  to  attach  the 
season-festival  to  the  actual  appearance  of  Sothis  in  the  19th 
century  before  Christ,  though  it  was  then  9 or  10  days  later 
than  the  solstice,  it  would  be  easy  to  find  the  date  of  any 
year  in  which  the  festival  of  the  summer  season  was  marked 
at  Pharmouthi  21.  One  would  only  have  to  count  back  the 
day 8 from  Thoth  1 to  Pharmouthi  21,  which  are  135,  and 
multiply  these  by  4 ; and  then  going  back  from  B.C.  1322, 
when  the  appearance  of  Sirius  was  at  Thoth  1,  we  should 
obtain  the  year  B.C.  (135x4  = 540)  1862,  as  that  in  which 
it  was  at  Pharmouthi  21,  which,  however,  seems  to  be  the 
18th,  not  the  8th  year  of  Sesortasen  III.  Any  error  of  a 
day  or  two  in  the  actual  observation,  if  it  affected  the  date 
of  the  festival  in  any  particular  year,  would  make  the  date 
before  Christ  4 or  8 years  lower  than  this,  not  higher.  And, 
in  the  same  way,  any  difference  of  a more  southern  latitude 
affecting  the  date  would  also  make  it  lower,  not  higher.  So 
M.  Biot  makes  a difference  of  6 days  between  the  appear- 
ance of  Sirius  at  Memphis  and  its  appearance  at  Syene : 
and  so  the  epoch  of  the  renewal  of  the  Cycle,  which  is  B.  C. 
1322  for  Memphis,  is  put  by  him  at  B.C.  1302  for  Thebes. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  it  be  supposed  that  the  festival  of 
the  summer  season  was  no  longer  in  the  1 9th  century  before 
Christ  conjoined  with  the  appearance  of  Sothis,  but  rather 
with  the  solstice  and  the  rise  of  the  Nile  as  calculated  and 
perceived  by  the  Egyptians,  then,  if  we  take  the  year  B.C. 
1780,  when  Pachons  1 = July  10  nearly  coincided,  accord- 
ing to  M.  Biot,  with  the  solstice,  and  go  back  10  days  from 
Pachons  1 to  Pharmouthi  21,  these  10,  multiplied  by  4, 
give  us  the  number  of  years,  viz.  40,  which  we  must  go 
back  from  B.  C.  1780  in  order  to  find  the  10th  of  July  and 
the  solstice  coinciding  in  Pharmouthi  21,  and  this  we  find 
in  B.C.  1820.  But  if  b.c.  1882  was  the  8th  year  of  Sesor- 
tasen III.,  and  the  season-festival  was  connected  with  the 
solstice,  this  being  62  years  earlier  than  B.C.  1820,  the  date 
on  the  inscription  ought  to  have  been,  not  the  21st,  but 
rather  the  5th  of  Pharmouthi. 

Possibly  the  addition  of  the  5 bray6/i.evai,  ascribed  by 
one  writer  to  Asseth,  by  another  to  Saites,  and  so  probably 
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really  made  under  the  Shepherd  kings  with  whom  Sesor- 
taaen  III.  was  contemporary,  may  have  been  made  after  his 
8th  year,  perhaps  about  the  year  B.c.  1780,  and  may  have 
been  joined  with  some  other  change  in  the  calendar.  And 
hence  there  may  be  a difficulty  in  accounting  for  monu- 
mental dates  of  an  earlier  time.  Or  perhaps  this  particular 
date  which  has  now  detained  us,  if  rightly  read  and  rightly 
represented  in  all  other  respects,  may  have  been  connected 
not  with  a victory  of  Sesortasen  in  his  8 th  but  with  a 
victory  or  dedication  in  his  18th,  or  with  a dedication  by 
Amenemhe  III.,  who  should  be  on  the  throne  in  B.c.  1820. 
For  his  accession,  after  55  years  reckoned  to  his  two  pre- 
decessors, being  according  to  Eratosthenes  in  B.c.  1854,  his 
remaining  43  years  (supposing  him  to  have  been  previously 
associated  for  6)  will  end  in  1811.  Then,  if  8 are  to  be 
reckoned  separately  to  Amenemhe  IV.,  after  less  than  2 of 
association,  those  8 will  end  in  B.c.  1803;  and  the  4 of  the 
last  reign  of  the  dynasty  will  end  in  B.c.  1799, 51  years  before 
the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII.  But  if  Amenemhe  IV. 
was  altogether  concurrent  with  Amenemhe  III.,  the  dynasty 
may  have  ended  8 years  earlier,  in  B.c.  1809.  Or  again,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  may  have  ended  4 years  later  than  B.c. 
1799  or  than  B.c.  1809,  if  there  should  be  an  error,  and  an 
error  uncompensated,  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes,  in  giving 
only  23  chronological  years  to  Amenemhe  II.,  who  may 
possibly  have  reigned  4 years  only  and  some  months  with 
Sesortasen  L,  and  the  remaining  months  of  that  year 
and  27  years  alone,  and  6 more  only  with  Sesortasen  II. 
associated. 

The  great  works  commenced,  according  to  Manetlio,  by 
Sesortasen  III.  (under  the  name  Lachares,  Lamares,  or 
Lampares),  and  others  ascribed  elsewhere  to  Sesostris,  with 
whom  also  Manetho  identifies  him,  though  in  the  place  of 
his  predecessor,  and  those  certainly  executed  or  completed 
by  his  successor,  Amenemhe  III.,  between  b.  c.  1854  and 
b.c.  1811,  may  be  accounted  for  in  like  manner  with  those 
of  the  contemporary  pyramid- builders  of  Memphis,  by  that 
change  of  relations  between  the  kings  and  the  populations 
subject  to  them  which  was  consequent  upon  the  famine. 
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The  list  of  Eratosthenes  being  symmetrically  arranged, 
so  as,  after  the  first  190  years  of  the  Chronicle,  to  exhibit  a ot  !*'»nrth" 
period  of  443  years  twice  over,  once  for  Lower  and  once 
for  Upper  Egypt,  the  443  of  Lower  Egypt  being  divisible 
into  156  + 184  + 103,  and  the  443  of  Upper  Egypt  into  103 
+ 184  + 156,  the  bulk  of  the  184  years  is  made  on  the 
former  side  to  consist  of  a representation  of  the  Memphite 
Dyn.  IV  of  Africanus,  on  the  latter  side  of  Dyn.  XII,  as 
shall  be  explained  more  at  length  hereafter.  So  Dyn.  XII 
and  Dyn.  IV  of  Africanus,  by  this  very  fact,  that  they  are 
placed  parallel  one  to  another,  and  over  against  one  another, 
both  of  them  representing  the  same  184  chronological  years 
which  in  the  Chronicle  belong  to  the  Shepherds,  are  co- 
vertly confessed  by  Eratosthenes’  informants  to  have  been 
contemporary  with  the  Shepherds  and  with  one  another; 
and  also  to  have  been  tributary  to  the  Shepherds ; since  the 
Shepherds,  according  to  the  Chronicle,  during  those  184 
years  had  the  chief  power  in  Egypt.  Of  their  chronolo- 
gical displacement  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  (for  they  are 
thrust  down  so  as  even  to  invade  the  first  69  years  of  Dyn. 

XVIII)  this  is  not  the  place  to  speak. 

It  has  been  said  above  that  the  xvi  kings  of  Dyn.  XI  of 
Africanus,  with  the  usual  average  of  24^  years,  ought  to 
have  begun  before  Dyn.  XII  of  Africanus ; and  this  they  arc 
known  to  have  done ; for  one  of  the  kings,  named  Nantcf, 
is  mentioned  in  an  inscription  as  reigning  in  Upper  Egypt 
three  generations,  that  is,  at  least  90  years,  before  a certain 
date  in  the  reign  of  Sesortasen  I.,  viz.  his  33rd  year.  Also 
it  has  been  said  that  they  ought  to  have  lasted  after  the  end 
of  Dyn.  XII  even  to  the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII ; 
and  this,  again,  seems  to  be  confirmed  by  the  monuments,  as 
the  left  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  shows  vn  kings  of 
Dyn.  XII  (one  king,  either  Sesortasen  II.  or  Amenemhe 
III.,  being  omitted)  imbedded,  as  it  were,  in  another  Dios- 
polite  series  of  xiii  names,  the  first  of  which  is  the  Prince 
Nantef  who  has  no  cartouche,  while  the  last  is  Ra-s-kennen 
the  king  who  alone  was  reigning  in  Egypt  at  the  commence- 
ment of  resistance  to  the  Shepherds.  In  the  list  of  Era- 
tosthenes, too,  there  are  three  other  Theban  names  following, 
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as  well  as  eight  preceding,  those  of  Dyn.  XII  of  African  us, 
though  it  may  be  doubted  whether  these  three  are  any  con- 
tinuation of  the  kings  of  Dynasty  XI  of  Africanus,  since 
the  last  of  Dyn.  XI,  Ra-s-kennen,  ends  the  eight  preced- 
ing. The  later  three  may  be  suspected  to  be  rather  a repre- 
sentation of  Dynasty  XIV,  i.  e.  of  the  kings  on  the  right  side 
of  the  Kamak  Chamber,  whom  the  Theban  priests  would 
not  perhaps  be  likely  to  omit  altogether,  even  though  they 
had  omitted  one  or  two  of  the  less  important  dynasties  of 
Lower  Egypt,  viz.  Dyn.  II  and  Dyn.  V of  Africanus.  The 
space  to  which  they  were  limited  by  Eratosthenes,  even  with 
the  admission  of  the  “ 443  years  of  the  Cycle,”  precluded,  of 
course,  any  full  exhibition  of  all  the  concurrent  dynasties. 

Dyn.  xvi.  We  come  next  to  the  184  years  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  Mane- 
in  tho  (XIV  of  Africanus),  the  kings  of  which  we  should  have 

!wS'  tn  No,  expected  to  find  described  as  Nubian  or  Diospolitan,  and 
or»mmtuii  *n  Runiber  not  to  exceed  vm  or  ix.  Or,  if  the  knowledge 
1“CT?  that  Manetho  was  confined  by  his  scheme  within  certain 
limits  had  prepared  us  to  find  three  or  four  concurrent  lines 
consolidated  into  a single  dynasty,  still,  even  then,  four  lines 
so  consolidated  would  give  no  more,  or  certainly  not  many 
more,  than  xxx  kings.  But  now  we  find  in  the  text  of 
Africanus  a number  of  no  less  than  lxxvi  kings,  and  the 
designation  Xoites,  which  sounds  as  if  taken  from  a city  of 
Lower  Egypt,  though  perhaps,  like  the  designations  Ele- 
phantinite  and  Thinite,  it  may  admit  of  being  interpreted 
in  a sense  different  from  that  which  first  suggests  itself.  For 
Kes,  Xovs,  or  Cush,  being  the  name  given  by  the  Egyptians 
as  well  as  by  the  Hebrews  to  the  Nubians  or  Ethiopians, 
Kocrlrat,  or  by  metathesis  of  the  vowel,  Boirai,  might  very 
well  be  formed  from  this  name  by  any  one  who  chose  to 
turn  it  into  Greek. 

But  whatever  were  the  designations  (whether  Diospolites 
or  Xoites),  or  the  number  of  the  kings  (whether  xxx,  xxvi, 
or  xxxvi),  of  that  dynasty  which  stood  as  Dyn.  XVI  in 
the  series  of  the  original  Manetho  with  the  sum  of  184 
years,  it  must  be  supposed  to  have  presented  a distinct  line, 
or  several  lines  of  one  distinct  family  consolidated ; and  by 
the  place  that  it  holds  in  the  lists  its  kings  must  have  be- 


Digitized  by  Google 


MANETHO. 


157 


longed  to  Upper  Egypt.  For  the  fact  that  the  Shepherds 
of  Dyn.  XVII  (XV  of  Africanus)  who  lived  in  the  Delta 
follow  in  the  lists  is  no  objection,  seeing  that  these  were 
strangers,  and  moreover  suzerains  of  all  Egypt,  who  would 
naturally  be  named,  if  they  were  named  at  all,  after  all  the 
separate  lines  of  native  dynasties,  and  immediately  before 
that  sovereign  dynasty  which  expelled  them,  and  united  all 
Egypt  under  a single  sceptre.  And  since,  out  of  three 
groups  of  Diospolite  kings  exhibited  both  separately  on 
numerous  monuments,  and  collectively  on  the  left  and  right 
sides  of  the  Kamak  Chamber,  two  groups  have  already  been 
identified  with  Dynasties  XI  and  XII  of  Africanus  (XIV 
and  XV  of  Manetho),  it  follows  that  the  remaining  Dios- 
polite or  Xoite-Nubian  dynasty  of  Manetho  is  probably  the 
same  as  the  remaining  monumental  group  of  the  Sevekhoteps 
and  Neferhotcps  found  on  the  right  side  of  the  Karnak 
Chamber.  These  kings  appear  to  have  been  connected  by 
blood  with  the  lineage  of  Amencmhe  I.,  and  by  locality  with 
Upper  Egypt  and  Nubia.  As  for  their  number,  the  whole 
series  of  the  right  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  being  only 
xxx,  of  whom  half  perhaps  may  have  been  found  also  on 
separate  monuments,  while  lx  (omitting  one  or  two  princes) 
may  be  the  whole  number  of  kings  on  both  sides  of  the  Kar- 
nak Chamber,  it  is  probable  that  this  may  have  been  the 
source  of  the  lx  kings  of  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  and  Afri- 
canus ; and  that  the  original  Manetho  had  not  more  than  the 
half,  i.c.  xxx,  if  Dyn.  XIII  of  Africanus  was  derived  from 
his  Dyn.  XVI ; or  not  more  than  xxxvi  or  xxvi,  if  Dyn. 
XIV,  with  its  designation  of  Xoites  and  its  doubtful  num- 
ber of  lxxvi  kings,  was  derived  from  his  Dyn.  XVL  The 
number  lxxvi  may  probably  have  been  derived  from  hier- 
atic MSS.  similar  to  that  of  Turin,  in  which  the  names  of 
the  Sevekhoteps  and  Neferhoteps  appear  with  a prodigious 
multiplication  of  short  reigns  of  one,  two,  or  three,  or  at 
most  five  years  each. 

One  may  conjecture  that  the  original  Manetho,  ejecting 
those  names  of  the  hieratic  papyri  which  were  merely  genea- 
logical, and  perhaps  making  of  them  one  division  of  his  Manes, 
with  their  short  “ reigns  ” expanded  into  month-years,  so 


Digitized  by  Coogle 


158 


EGYPTIAN  CHRONICLES. 


reduced  the  group  or  groups  of  these  kings  to  something  like 
the  number  exhibited  on  the  right  side  of  the  Karnak  Cham- 
ber. Then  Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  who  even  for  his  interpo- 
lations most  probably  used  some  materials,  when  he  made  two 
dynasties  out  of  one,  may  have  found  it  convenient  to  vary 
the  designation,  and  may  have  purposely  made  the  number  of 
kings  in  the  first  dynasty  of  the  two  to  correspond  with  that 
of  the  Karnak  Chamber,  and  their  number  in  the  second  to 
correspond  with  that  of  the  same  kings  in  the  hieratic  papyri. 
Or  both  the  numbers  lx  and  lxxvi  may  have  been  derived 
from  two  consecutive  groups  of  royal  names  in  the  papyri, 
and  the  coincidence  of  the  first  number  with  that  of  the 
Diospolites  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  may  have  been  only 
accidental.  Among  the  four  mythological  dynasties  of  Manes 
(whom  we  suppose  to  be  royal  names  ejected  from  the  hier- 
atic papyri)  of  the  original  Manetho,  besides  two  of  Thinites 
and  Memphites,  there  are  two  with  1817  and  5813  month- 
years,  reducible  respectively  to  151  and  484  full  years, 
which  may  have  come  from  the  Diospolite  and  Nubian  gene- 
alogy of  the  same  papyri.  But  151  +484  years  make  a sum 
of  635,  from  which  if  we  deduct  the  184  given  by  the  original 
Manetho  to  his  Dyn.  XVI  (the  years  of  the  present  Dyn.  XIV 
of  Africanus),  there  remain  451,  agreeing  within  2 with  the 
sum  of  the  interpolated  Dyn.  XIII  of  Africanus.  And  if 
we  suppose  the  number  of  kings  in  those  two  dynasties  of 
Diospolite  and  Nubian  Manes  in  which  it  is  not  specified 
to  be  according  to  the  same  average  as  that  which  Manetho 
specifies  for  the  Manes  called  Memphites,  the  151  Dios- 
polite and  484  Nubian  years  will  give  in  all  (xxx  + xcvi  = ) 
cxxvr  kings,  short  by  only  ten  of  cxxxvi,  which  is  the 
sum  of  the  kings  in  the  two  Dynasties  XIII  and  XIV  of 
Africanus  thrown  together.  Nor  is  even  this  seeming  differ- 
ence real ; for  in  the  remaining  dynasty  of  Manes,  where 
the  number  of  x Thinite  kings  is  specified,  the  average  is 
lower  than  for  the  Memphites,  being  something  under  three 
full  years  instead  of  5 to  each  king,  so  that  we  may  well  sup- 
pose that  the  number  of  kings  of  the  Diospolite  and  Nubian 
Manes,  had  they  been  specified,  would  have  made  up  together 
the  full  sum  of  cxxxvr,  which  is  made  by  adding  together 
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the  kings  of  Dynasties  XIII  and  XIV  of  Africanus.  Not 
that  we  are  to  suppose  that  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  followed  any 
such  process  as  we  have  been  now  following  with  the  Manes 
of  the  original  Manetho ; but  no  doubt  he  took  both  the 
number  of  kings  and  the  years  of  each  king  direct  from  the 
same  hieratic  papyri  from  which  Manetho  also  had  extracted 
and  transposed  them,  when  he  multiplied  their  short  reigns 
into  month-years. 

Assuming  the  number  of  kings  in  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XVI 
(represented  in  its  sum  of  years  at  least  by  Dyn.  XIV  of 
Africanus)  to  have  been  originally  only  xxvi  or  xxx,  or 
xxxvi  at  the  most,  and  taking  xxx  as  the  mean,  thirty 
reigns,  if  consecutive,  with  the  ordinary  average  of  the  Chro- 
nicle and  Eratosthenes,  viz.  24 1 years,  would  cover  735  years, 
whereas  there  are  only  477  years  between  Menes  and  the 
head  of  Dyn.  XVIII ; and  the  Nubian  kings  cannot  have 
commenced  before  the  conquest  of  Nubia  by  Sesortasen  I. 
But  the  accession  of  Sesortasen,  at  least  to  the  sovereignty 
of  all  Egypt,  being  at  b.c.  1974,  226  years  before  that  of 
Amosis  the  founder  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  the  interval  from  his 
conquest  of  Nubia  was  of  course  less.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  184  years  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XVI  would  give  to  xxvi 
kings  about  7 years  each,  to  xxx  scarcely  more  than  6, 
and  to  xxxvi  only  5 years,  to  say  nothing  of  the  lx 
or  lxxvi  kings  of  the  text  of  Ptolemy  and  Africanus,  to 
whom  it  would  give  in  the  one  case  only  three  years,  in  the 
other  less  than  two  years  and  a half  each ; averages  which 
suit  well  enough  the  numerous  and  short  reigns  of  parts  of 
the  Turin  papyrus,  but  w'hich  for  actual  historical  reigns  are 
altogether  improbable.  But  the  number  of  184  years  (like 
that  of  43  given  to  the  xvi  kings  of  Dyn.  XI  of  Africanus) 
is  perhaps  inserted  merely  as  an  allusion  to  something  else 
which  does  not  appear  on  the  surface ; and  it  is  not  to  be 
supposed  that  the  Nubian  line  or  lines  of  kings  so  com- 
menced in  fact,  and  so  ended,  as  to  coincide  exactly  with 
the  184  years  of  supremacy  reckoned  by  the  Chronicle  to 
the  Shepherds  from  their  capture  of  Memphis  to  the  corona- 
tion of  Amosis  in  the  same  city.  Perhaps  some  light  may  bo 
gained  by  putting  together  the  following  indications : — 
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First,  on  the  left  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  there  are, 
in  xxxii  cartouches,  at  least  four  lines  of  kings  who  reigned 
in  Middle  or  Upper  Egypt,  in  the  Thebaid  or  north  of  the 
Thebaid  ; and  these  lines  appear  to  have  been  more  or  less 
contemporaneous  one  with  another.  So  by  analogy  we 
should  expect  the  xxx  names  on  the  right  side,  especially  as 
they  are  of  less  important  kings,  to  be  also  divisible  into  three 
or  four  lines.  Again,  Nubia,  after  its  conquest  by  Sesortasen 
L,  is  known  to  have  received  (either  from  him  or  from 
Sesortasen  III.)  an  organisation  similar  to  that  of  Egypt, 
being  divided  into  an  Upper  and  a Lower  Country,  each 
with  Nomcs  of  its  own  (and  the  division  of  Egypt  itself 
into  Nomes  is  by  some  ascribed  to  Sesortasen  or  Sesostris). 
It  would  be  natural  then  that  from  some  date  in  the  joint 
reign  of  Amenemhe  I.  and  Sesortasen  I.  rather  than  from  the 
year  in  which  the  Shepherds  took  Memphis,  i.  e.  during  216 
or  214  perhaps  rather  than  184  years  before  Dyn.  XVIII, 
Nubia  should  have  had  at  least  two  lines  of  concurrent 
princes,  one  for  the  Upper  and  one  for  the  Lower  Country ; 
while  a third  line  of  the  same  stock  may  have  ruled  towards 
the  southern  frontier  of  Egypt.  And  these,  being  of  one 
lineage,  may  have  been  all  consolidated  by  Manetho  into  one 
dynasty,  to  suit  his  limited  number  of  xxm  dynasties  of  kings, 
just  as  Eratosthenes  is  obliged  to  consolidate  reigns  and  kings 
and  allusions  to  whole  dynasties,  to  suit  his  limited  number 
of  (xv  + lxxvi  = ) xci  generations,  and  his  space  of  (443  + 
1881=)  2324  years.  Again,  as  regards  the  Turin  papyrus, 
though  we  suppose  it  to  be  rather  a pedigree  of  regal  families 
than  a list  of  true  reigns,  and  many  of  its  kings  to  have  been 
even  infants  who  died  young,  or  others  who  never  actually 
reigned,  but  only  stood  for  a time  in  the  way  of  succession, 
or  were  the  ancestors  of  such  as  succeeded  afterwards,  still, 
even  so,  the  vast  number  of  names  given  in  the  papyrus  to 
this  lineage  as  compared  with  others,  implies  not  only  that  it 
was  nearer  to  the  time  when  the  list  was  made,  and  important 
from  some  connection  with  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XVIII  or 
XIX,  then  reigning,  but  also,  over  and  above  all  this,  that  it 
must  have  been  sub-divided  into  at  least  two  or  three  con- 
current lines.  Putting  the  number  of  lines  at  only  two,  and 
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the  kings  of  Manetho  who  actually  reigned  at  xxx,  so  as  to 
agree  with  the  number  on  the  right  side  of  the  Karnak 
Chamber,  and  their  whole  continuance  at  216  instead  of  184 
years,  15  joint  reigns  would  have  an  average  of  only  14  J years 
each ; whereas  if  we  allow  three  lines,  they  would  have  the 
much  more  probable  average  of  about  21^  years,  which  is 
also  more  agreeable  to  the  indications  of  the  Karnak  Chamber, 
and  of  other  separate  monuments,  connecting  several  of  these 
kings  not  only  with  Nubia,  or  with  places  of  common  interest, 
such  as  Abydos  or  Thebes,  but  with  other  localities  between 
the  Thebaid  and  the  southernmost  frontier  of  Nubia. 

In  Dyn.  XVII  of  Manetho  (XV  of  Africanus)  if  the  vi  r>rn.  xvn. 

oi  i i i • ii  V i 7 vi  Shepherd*. 

shepherd  kings  had  2 a 9 years  and  10  months,  as  he  gave 
them,  and  as  it  has  been  proposed  above  to  allow,  they  will  ^4far“m 
have  commenced  under  the  Memphite  Dyn.  XVII  of  the 
Chronicle  (under  that  part  of  it  which  belongs  to  Dyn.  Ill 
of  Africanus),  in  B.C.  2007,  76  years  before  their  capture  of 
Memphis  in  B.C.  1932,  the  date  from  which  they  are  reckoned 
by  the  Chronicle  to  have  become  paramount,  or  at  least 
superior  in  some  sense  to  any  other  dynasty  still  co-existing 
with  them  in  Upper  Egypt.  This  is  certainly  more  pro- 
bable than  that  they  came  into  Egypt  as  hostile  invaders, 
took  Memphis  at  once,  and  contenting  themselves  with  that 
conquest  carried  the  war  no  further.  We  may  even  con- 
jecture that  their  mode  of  living  and  acting  together,  and 
the  ease  with  which  they  were  used  to  move  about,  may 
liavc  made  them  serviceable  to  the  native  kings  under  whom 
they  first  came  in ; that  Sesortasen  I.  may  have  used  them 
in  gaining  or  asserting  his  supremacy,  or  in  conquering 
Nubia ; and  that  after  his  death  they  felt  their  power ; the 
native  Egyptians  down  to  that  time  having  had  no  considerable 
wars  or  armies ; nor  having  their  population  so  concentrated 
in  cities  as  afterwards.  In  the  Turin  papyrus  (fragment  No. 

30)  there  is  a series  of figures  (“  73,  72,  63,  95,  0,  95,  70,  and 
[2]4  years  ”)  looking  like  the  lives  of  7 or  8 kings  of  a long- 
lived  family,  agreeing  with  such  a series  of  long  reigns  as  is 
ascribed  to  the  Shepherds  by  Manetho ; and  the  one  or  two 
short  lives  intermixed  by  no  means  lessen  the  probability 
that  they  really  belong  to  this  dynasty  ; while  vestiges  of  four 
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or  five  names  on  another  fragment,  No.  1 1 2,  look  like  those 
of  strangers,  and  have  the  spaces  between  the  lines  agreeing 
well  in  width  with  those  between  the  lines  of  the  figures. 

This  perhaps  is  the  place  to  consider  an  objection  which 
may  be  brought  from  the  monuments.  They  may  be  thought 
to  prove  not  only  that  Sesortasen  I.  and  his  co-regent  Amc- 
nemhe  I.  (who  together  make  the  first  generation  of  Dyn.  XII 
for  Eratosthenes)  were  sovereigns  of  all  Egypt,  and  no  vassals 
of  the  Shepherds ; but  also  that  Sesortasen  III.  was  equally 
so;  for  he  also  is  declared  by  inscriptions  in  Nubia  to  have 
won  victories  there  in  the  6th  and  8th  years  of  his  reign ; 
and  centuries  later  he  was  worshipped  there  as  a local  god 
by  his  successors  of  Dyn.  XVIII.  Further,  his  names  are 
said  to  have  been  found  not  merely  on  any  statue  which  may 
have  been  appropriated  and  transported  by  a later  king,  like 
the  granite  lions  of  Amcnoph  III.  found  at  Gebel  Barkal 
(Napata),  or  the  statue  of  a Sevekhotcp,  now  in  the  Louvre, 
said  to  have  been  found  at  Bubastis,  but  on  granite  frag- 
ments of  plinths  belonging  to  the  great  temple  at  Tunis. 
And  this  fact  (the  sculptures  being  assumed  to  be  contem- 
porary with  the  names  on  them)  would  seem  to  indicate  that 
he  also,  no  less  than  Sesortasen  I.,  had  ruled  from  Nubia  to 
the  Delta.  But  if  this  be  admitted,  it  follows  that  the  in- 
termediate kings  Amenemhe  II.  and  Sesortasen  II.  were 
also  independent  sovereigns  of  all  Egypt ; and  so  we  have  four 
or  five  kings  equalling  in  number  of  generations  but  ex- 
ceeding in  years  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle;  while  yet  all 
these  are  preceded  on  the  monuments  by  at  least  one  other 
king,  Papa  Maire,  who  distinctly  wears  both  crowns  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Egypt,  and  yet  cannot  be  referred  to  the 
Tanite  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle.  Some  similar  pre- 
sumption, but  of  less  weight,  might  be  drawn  from  inscrip- 
tions made  late  in  the  reign  of  Amenemhe  III.  at  Toura, 
(where  his  43rd  year  is  marked,)  or  in  the  Sinaitic  penin- 
sula, where  his  45th  has  been  found,  and  also  from  the  mag- 
nitude of  his  works,  if  he  was  the  author  of  the  Nilometer  at 
Scmneh,  and  the  builder  or  finisher  of  the  Labyrinth  in  the 
Fayoum.  On  these  last  signs  we  need  not  dwell,  as  quarries 
and  mines  would  be  accessible  to  friends  and  tributaries  ; and 
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in  other  respects  the  same  that  has  been  said  of  the  vast 
works  of  the  Memphite  pyramid-builders  (who  also  brought 
granite  from  Syene  and  copper  from  the  Sinaitic  peninsula) 
applies  here.  But  conquests  in  Nubia,  and  still  more  the 
erection  or  decoration  of  a temple  in  Tanis,  seem  certainly  at 
first  sight  to  imply  a sovereignty  over  all  Egypt ; and  in 
that  case  the  authority  of  the  Chronicle  and  its  historical 
series  must  be  given  up. 

But  the  Chronicle,  as  has  been  remarked  before,  was 
obliged  in  all  cases  alike  to  make  out  a single  consecutive 
series  of  generations  and  dynasties,  though  it  may  well  have 
happened,  and  seems  to  have  happened  in  fact,  that  at  some 
time  or  other  the  two  kingdoms  of  Upper  and  Lower  Egypt 
were  nearly  evenly  balanced,  and  neither  of  them,  strictly 
speaking,  exercised  sovereignty  over  the  other.  Let  it  be 
supposed  that  upon  the  death  of  Sesortasen  I.  the  Shepherds 
reduced  Memphis,  and  that  from  this  same  point  the  Mem- 
phite Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  ends,  and  the  184  years 
of  its  anonymous  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Shepherds  begin; 
then,  since  it  is  said  that  the  Shepherds  “ violently  took 
Memphis,”  while  for  all  the  rest  of  Egypt  this  is  not  said, 
hut  the  contrary,  that  they  reduced  it,  whenever  they  did 
reduce  it,  “ in  a marvellous  manner,  easily,  and  without  a 
blow,”  we  must  suppose  that  in  the  first  instance  the  remain- 
ing kingdom  of  the  Amenemhes  and  Sesortasens  in  Upper 
Egypt  continued  unattacked,  independent,  and  flourishing, 
though  the  Shepherds  of  the  Delta,  and  the  city  and  depen- 
dencies of  Memphis,  were  no  longer  under  them.  As  for 
Manetho’s  assertion  that  the  Shepherds  burned  the  cities 
and  massacred  or  enslaved  all  the  inhabitants,  these  embellish- 
ments need  not  here  be  sifted,  as  they  are  put  by  Manetho 
himself  after  the  subjugation  of  all  Egypt,  Upper  as  well  ns 
Lower ; while  really  they  arc  borrowed  from  another  sub- 
jugation made  above  300  years  later  by  the  Asiatic  sun- 
worshippers.  But  we  might  admit  without  difficulty,  if  it 
seemed  more  in  accordance  with  the  monuments,  not  only 
that  down  to  the  eighth  year  of  Sesortasen  III.  the  kingdom 
of  Upper  Egypt  continued  to  be  independent,  but  that  it 
continued  independent  throughout,  were  it  not  for  the  express 
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testimony  of  Manetho,  who  certainly  would  not  exaggerate 
the  depression  of  the  native  dynasties,  that  the  Shepherds 
subjugated  not  only  Lower  but  also  Upper  Egypt,  making 
the  native  rulers  their  vassals  and  both  countries  tributary. 
The  same  too  is  implied  by  a hieratic  MS.  already  alluded 
to,  certain  particulars  in  which  may  be  brought  to  bear  u]K>n 
another  part  of  the  objection  from  the  monuments  still  re- 
maining. “ At  that  time,”  it  is  said,  “ there  was  no  king  [i.  e. 
no  native  king]  in  Egypt,  except  that  Ra-s-kennen  ruled  in 
Upper  Egypt;  and  the  Shepherd  king  Apophis  [seemingly 
the  second  of  that  name],  who  held  Heliopolis  and  reigned 
in  Avaris,  sent  to  Ra-s-kennen  requiring  him  to  co-operate 
in  building  a temple  for  the  god  Sutech  [a  name  of  Typlion 
occurring  also  in  composition  in  earlier  Tanite-Mempliite 
names  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes,  and  there  rendered  in 
Greek  '\pj7y]  at  Avaris.  And  Ra-s-kennen  held  a council 
with  his  chiefs  on  this  demand and  their  refusal  to  obey  this 
requisition  of  the  Shepherds  seems  to  have  been  the  com- 
mencement of  that  revolt  which  put  an  end  to  their  domi- 
nion. Now  at  Tanis  and  Avaris  the  Shepherds  had  for  build- 
ing temples  no  stone  at  all ; but  for  limestone  they  would 
need  the  services  of  their  vassals  the  kings  of  Memphis  and 
their  viceroys  in  Heliopolis  to  send  them  blocks  from  the 
quarries  of  Toura;  and  for  granite,  or  alabaster  if  they 
wanted  it,  they  would  need  the  services  of  the  kings  of 
Upper  Egypt,  whether  these  were  only  friends  or  vassals. 
The  requisition  addressed  to  Ra-s-kennen  by  the  last  Shep- 
herd is  not  likely  to  have  been  the  first  of  its  kind,  but  im- 
plies others  to  which  his  predecessors  both  of  Dyn.  XI  and 
of  Dyn.  XII  of  Africanus,  and  their  Nubian  contemporaries 
of  Dyn.  XIV  of  Africanus  equally,  had  submitted  from  the 
time  that  they  became  subjects.  And  before  that  time,  since 
the  change  was  without  violence,  earlier  kings  of  the  Thc- 
baid,  such  as  Sesortasen  II.  and  III.,  though  independent, 
may  well  have  assisted  the  Shepherd  suzerains  of  Lower 
Egypt,  no  less  than  the  Memphite  tributaries  of  the  same 
Shepherds,  in  quarrying  and  transporting  granite  from  the 
Nubian  frontier.  Nor  is  there  any  thing  to  show  that  Su- 
tech, the  local  God  of  the  Sethroitic  Nome,  and  of  the 
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country  on  the  “ Saitic,”  i.  e.  Sethroltic  arm  of  the  Nile, 
was  of  foreign  introduction ; or  that  he  had  already  become 
odious  at  the  commencement  of  the  Shepherd  rule  over 
Lower  Egypt,  or  during  the  reign  of  the  three  next  suc- 
cessors of  Sesortasen  I.  in  Upper  Egypt  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible then  that  Sesortasen  III.  may  have  assisted  as  a friend 
and  ally  the  contemporary  Shepherds  of  the  Delta,  in  adding 
to  a temple  at  Tanis,  especially  to  one  founded  previously  by 
his  own  ancestor  Sesortasen  I. ; and  that  in  consequence  his 
name,  or  the  names  of  other  contemporary  Nubian  kings, 
should  be  found  on  its  sculptures.  It  is  to  be  remembered 
at  the  same  time  that  the  name  of  Sesortasen  III.  might 
occur  on  sculptures  not  contemporary,  added  afterwards  by 
kings  of  Dvn.  XVIII,  who  would  be  sure  to  do  all  they  could 
to  efface  the  memory  of  the  Shepherds  even  in  the  Delta,  and 
would  commemorate  rather  even  there  such  kings  of  Upper 
Egypt  (of  Dyn.  XII  of  Africanus)  as  had  been  their  contem- 
poraries, whether  independent  or  tributary.  Lepsius  indeed 
remarks  that  he  “ could  not  find  on  the  site  of  Tanis  those 
traces  of  Dyn.  XII  which  seem  from  the  indications  attached 
to  his  published  engravings  to  have  been  copied  there  by 
Major  Burton;”  but  on  the  other  hand  names  of  the  Sevek- 
hotep  family  are  said  to  have  been  found  more  recently  at 
Tanis,  besides  the  Colossus  in  the  Louvre  thought  to  have 
come  from  Bubastis.  This  latter,  like  the  Lions  of  Amc- 
noph  III.,  may  have  been  moved ; and  M.  Brugsch  even 
thinks  that  he  has  discovered  upon  it  the  name  of  a place  in 
Upper  Egypt,  whence,  in  that  case,  no  doubt  it  was  brought. 

Admitting  one  or  other,  or  both,  of  these  explanations, 
the  question  still  remains,  at  what  time,  and  in  what  way 
which  was  at  once  “ marvellous,  easy,  and  without  violence,” 
did  the  Shepherds  become  suzerains  over  the  powerful  and 
flourishing  kingdom  of  Upper  Egypt,  for  such  the  monu- 
ments declare  it  to  have  been  ? Exactly  the  explanation 
needed  is  to  be  found  in  the  occurrence  of  the  seven  years’ 
famine,  and  its  prediction,  through  Joseph,  to  the  Shepherd- 
king  Apophis : for  then  all  the  rest  of  the  Egyptians,  after 
exhausting  their  own  resources  and  their  money,  were  forced 
to  sell  first  their  cattle,  then  their  lands,  and  lastly  their  own 
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liberties  to  that  king  whom  alone  Joseph  had  instructed,  and 
for  whom  alone  all  his  provisions  had  been  made.  (Gen.  xii. 
34,  35.)  And  if  so,  when  “ all  the  neighbouring  countries 
had  recourse  to  Joseph,”  it  would  by  no  means  follow'  that 
any  other  native  dynasty,  in  any  other  part  of  Egypt,  was 
then  changed  (though  all  such  would  necessarily  become 
subject,  <x7 r iiKpwv  bpiwv  Aiyvmov  cws  two  dxpwv),  or  that  it 
was  reduced  to  any  galling  servitude,  any  more  than  the  im- 
mediate population  of  Lower  Egypt,  who  confessed  to  their 
preserver  that  he  deserved  his  name  of  Zaphnath  Pa-anck,for 
that  he  “ had  saved  their  lives.”  On  the  contrary,  as  after 
two  years  of  the  famine  the  whole  population  had  sold  not 
only  their  lands  but  themselves  as  serfs,  and  the  king  from  that 
time  had  to  choose  between  feeding  them  in  idleness  or  em- 
ploying them  on  public  works  for  their  bread,  it  is  probable 
that  the  tributary  kings  also,  through  whom  any  part  of  Egypt 
was  governed,  would  obtain  a vast  increase  of  personal  power, 
and  a superabundance  of  disposable  labour.  And  even  if 
the  Nubian  victory  of  Sesortasen  III.,  which  has  been  placed 
above  in  b.  c.  1882,  or  1879,  eleven  years,  or  eight  years  be- 
fore the  famine,  had  been  attached  to  a later  date,  as  it 
would  be,  if  all  Manetlio’s  years  were  successive,  this  need 
not  have  caused  any  great  difficulty.  We  might  even  have 
imagined  that  the  famine  itself,  with  the  knowledge  that 
there  had  been  throughout  corn  in  Egypt,  produced  a pres- 
sure of  the  tribes  from  the  interior  towards  the  Nubian 
frontier,  which  it  w'us  an  important  success  to  repel.  It  is 
true  that  in  the  list  of  Africanus  (and -no  doubt  also  of  the 
original  Manetho),  Sesortasen  III.  is  identified  with  the 
Sesostris  of  Herodotus,  and  has  the  acts  of  Rameses  II.  and 
III.  ascribed  to  him;  whereas  in  Herodotus  it  is  clearly 
the  immediate  successor  of  Moeris,  “ before  whom  none  had 
done  anything  very  great,”  that  is,  Sesortasen  I.  the  successor 
of  Papa  Mairc,  who  was  the  great  conqueror.  And  if  this 
seems  to  any  one  to  forbid  the  idea  that  Sesortasen  III. 
became  a tributary,  it  may  be  replied,  that  this  manifest 
falsehood  is  rather  a sign  that  there  was  in  the  reign  of  Sc- 
sortasen  III.  something  to  be  dissembled  and  written  back- 
wards, so  as  to  read  in  a sense  precisely  contrary  to  the 
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truth,  according  to  the  received  Egyptian  method  in  such 
cases.  So  Sesortasen  III.  (in  spite  of  a throne-name  very 
like  “ Concharis  ”)  is  purged  of  all  suspicion  of  ignominy  ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  public  works  are  distinctly  ascribed 
to  this  “ SesoBtris  ” which  the  Hebrew  or  Greek  Scriptures 
ascribe  to  Joseph.  Such  are  the  measuring  and  dividing  of 
the  lands,  the  introduction  of  surveys,  the  making  of  canals, 
the  mounding-up  of  cities,  and  the  removal  of  the  people 
into  them,  which  same  thing  (together  with  the  enslave- 
ment of  the  people)  Manetho  ascribes  to  the  tyranny  of  the 
Shepherds,  and  Herodotus  to  that  of  the  Memphite  pyramid- 
builders,  contemporaries  of  the  Shepherds,  and  ruled  by  a 
Tvphonian  influence.  Lastly,  the  importance  attached  to 
the  earliest  ascertainment  of  the  probable  rise  of  the  Nile, 
and  the  institution  of  a regular  gauge  or  Nilomcter  at  Semneh 
in  Nubia,  seems  to  hint  at  something  which  already,  not  very 
long  before  the  reign  of  Araenemhe  III.,  had  drawn  great 
attention  to  this  subject. 

It  does  not  appear,  then,  that  there  was  any  real  difficulty 
in  placing  those  dynasties  which  were  known  to  have  existed, 
and  which  were  named  by  Manetho,  a number  of  them  being 
distinctly  named  from  separate  localities,  while  the  designa- 
tions of  others  from  the  capitals  of  the  two  countries  as 
Memphite  and  Diospolite  admit  of  two  senses,  one  nar- 
rower, for  strictly  local  lines,  and  another  wider,  for  lines 
connected  with  Memphis  or  Thebes  only  by  origin,  by  occa- 
sional not  permanent  residence,  and  by  general  sovereignty. 
Eratosthenes  must  have  been  overpersuaded  not  because 
the  Theban  priests  proved  to  him  that  the  dynasties  enume- 
rated could  not  have  co-existed  within  the  limits  marked 
by  the  Chronicle,  but  because  they  asseverated,  on  their 
own  knowledge  of  their  national  history  and  monuments, 
that  they  had  not  so  co-existed,  in  fact.  The  result  was  a 
compromise,  and  the  composition  of  a scheme  neither  that  of 
the  Chronicle  nor  that  of  Manetho,  yet  going  far  enough 
towards  that  of  the  Chronicle  to  show  what  would  have  been 
the  outline,  if  Eratosthenes  had  insisted  on  a perfect  agree- 
ment with  it ; and  adding  collateral  indications  besides ; 
whereas,  had  he  insisted  on  the  priests  confining  themselves 
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for  the  first  ten  dynasties  of  kings  to  the  477  years  of  the 
Chronicle,  and  exhibiting  only  one  continuous  series,  we 
might  have  had  no  indications  whatever  except  of  those  Dy- 
nasties I,  III,  VI,  and  XII  of  Africanus,  out  of  which 
the  series  would  have  been  collected.  And  this  reveals 
precisely  what  was  that  difficulty  which  made  the  priests 
declare  such  a scheme  to  be  impossible.  For  omitting  (which 
was  a thing  of  course)  the  Shepherds,  they  would  have  had 
to  omit  also  either  the  pyramid-builders  of  Memphis,  which 
was  impossible  as  regarded  the  Greeks,  or  their  own  later  Se- 
sortasens  and  Ameuemhcs  of  Dynasty  XII  of  Africanus, 
Sesortasen  III.  the  deified  organiser  of  Nubia,  and  the 
builders  of  the  Labyrinth  and  the  pyramids  of  the  Fayoum ; 
but  this  again  was  quite  impossible  for  their  own  Theban 
patriotism,  and  scarcely  more  admissible  than  the  omission 
of  the  Memphite  pyramid-builders,  even  as  regarded  the 
Greeks. 

Before  leaving  this  subject  of  the  earlier  contemporary 
dynasties,  there  are  still  two  points  connected  with  Mane- 
tho’s  exhibition  of  them  which  require  attention.  It  has 
been  seen  that  he  has  swelled  the  average  length  of  the 
reigns  in  his  six  dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt  from  24|-  to 
31  £,  or  over  30  years.  This,  if  the  rest  were  equally  ex- 
panded, or  even  had  the  full  ordinary  average,  would  hint 
that  his  historical  materials  were  insufficient  for  the  space 
which  he  had,  for  cyclical  or  other  reasons,  predetermined  to 
fill.  But  when  three  dynasties  of  Upper  Egypt  follow,  all 
curtailed  in  their  average,  and  two  of  them  much  more  cur- 
tailed than  the  six  dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt  had  been 
lengthened  (two  or  three  distinct  lines  being  in  one  of  them 
blended  together,  and  a whole  line  found  on  one  of  the 
monuments  of  Upper  Egypt — the  Abydos  tablet — being  per- 
haps unnoticed),  it  is  clear  that  it  was  not  from  want  of 
materials  that  he  amplified  the  dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt, 
but  merely  from  partiality  to  his  own  country ; while  the 
excessive  compression  of  the  kings  of  Upper  Egypt  (ex- 
panded again,  in  spite  of  limited  space,  in  the  Theban  lists 
of  Eratosthenes),  shows  not  only  a partiality  contrary  to  that 
which  sculptured  the  Karnak  Chamber,  or  wrote  the  Turin 
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MS.,  but  also  an  absolute  superabundance  of  historical  ma- 
terials to  be  compressed  within  some  predetermined  limits. 
But  hence  two  questions  arise : first,  if  Manetho  thus 
showed  a wanton  partiality  to  Lower  Egypt,  how  can  he 
have  removed  Menea  himself,  the  founder  of  the  monarchy, 
with  two  whole  dynasties  of  his  descendants,  from  Tanis, 
where  they  are  placed  by  the  Chronicle,  to  connect  them 
with  the  unimportant  city  of  This,  “ Teni,”  in  Upper  Egypt  ? 
And,  secondly,  if  it  has  been  rightly  said  above  that  Ma- 
netho had  no  cyclical  scheme,  what  was  there  to  prevent  his 
exhibiting  all  those  lines  of  Upper  and  Lower  Egypt  which 
had  ever  existed  with  at  least  its  full  sum  of  historical 
years  to  each,  even  though  he  might  patriotically  honour  the 
kings  of  Lower  Egypt  by  exaggerating  a little  the  average 
length  of  their  reigns  ? 

In  answer  to  the  first  question,  it  may  be  s tid  that  pro- 
bably the  original  Manetho  did  not  name  Menes  Thinite 
at  all,  but  named  his  first  two  dynasties  of  kings  simply 
Tanite,  “ Tavircov,”  like  the  Chronicle  ; or  perhaps  with  some 
Blight  difference,  of  which  traces  may  remain  in  the  ©m'rjjy, 
HeivtTijt,  SeeiviTfr,  of  the  MSS. ; while  the  present  reading 
of- the  Manetho  of  Africanus  is  probably  derived  from  the 
list  of  Eratosthenes.  This  list,  being  made  out  by  the  priests 
of  Upper  Egypt,  is  called  "a  Theban  list,”  and  a list  of 
“ Theban  kings  ” distinguished  by  Syncellus  from  “ Egyp- 
tian.” By  a corruption  analogous  to  that  which  changed 
Tavirtjs  into  (dsvirrjt,  but  going  a step  further,  ©m'n??  itself 
in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  becomes  and  approaches 

to  “ Theban.”  But  the  first  step  was  probably  this:  — Menes, 
the  founder  of  the  whole  monarchy,  appeared  and  still  ap- 
pears (as  at  the  Bamesseum  at  Thebes)  at  the  head  of  the 
monumental  and  hieratic  lists  of  Upper  as  well  as  Lower 
Egypt.  Thus  he  was  both  a Theban  and  the  head  of  all 
later  Theban  kings ; and  since  one  of  the  fullest  and  most 
remarkable  of  these  monumental  lists  (for  the  scries  of  the 
Thothmes  Chamber  of  Karuak  began  only  from  the  first 
Memphite  dynasty)  was  that  of  the  Temple  of  Osiris  in  the 
sacred  city  of  Abydos,  and  the  priests  who  worked  for  Era- 
tosthenes would  have  this  no  less  than  the  Karnak  Chamber 
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in  their  minds,  and  This,  “ Teni,”  though  a place  of  no  im- 
portance in  itself,  was  the  civil  capital  of  the  Nome  containing 
Abydos,  Menes,  through  the  temple  and  tomb  of  Osiris, 
belonged  in  some  sense  also  to  This,  “ Teni ; ” and  the  simi- 
larity of  the  two  words  in  Greek  suggested  the  idea  of  transfer- 
ring him  with  two  whole  dynasties,  also  found  with  him  at 
Abydos,  to  Upper  Egypt,  and  naming  them  all  not  Tanites, 
but  Thinites.  Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  being  as  much  Greek  as 
Egyptian,  and  living  under  the  Romans  when  Alexandria 
had  an  undisputed  pre-eminence,  may,  even  as  a Mendesian, 
have  been  as  ready  for  the  sake  of  Osiris  to  honour  Abydos 
as  Tanis ; and  so  he  may  have  followed  Eratosthenes,  whose 
Egyptian  Chronicle  he  doubtless  had  before  him  when  he 
undertook  to  compile  his  own  re-edition  of  Manetho  on  a 
broader  basis. 

As  regards  the  second  question,  though  Manetho  had  no 
cyclical  scheme,  and  even  purposely  avoided  falling  into  one 
(perhaps  because  there  were  then  Greeks  at  court  who  under- 
stood what  the  cycle  was,  or  for  some  other  reason),  he  by  no 
means  went  to  work  without  any  scheme  at  all ; but  having 
gone  down  parallel  with  the  Chronicle  to  the  end  of  2922  + 
217  real  years  from  the  Creation,  and  having  given  the  last 
239  of  these  (22  + 217)  to  kings,  and  wishing  still  to  place 
more  kings  before  coming  to  the  1881  real  years  still  to  be 
numbered  from  the  true  date  of  Menes  to  the  death  or  flight 
of  Nectanebo  II.,  he  found  in  the  40  and  in  the  443  years  “ of 
the  Cycle,”  that  is,  of  the  real  current  Cycle,  thrown  back 
by  the  Chronicle,  a precedent  for  throwing  back  or  redupli- 
cating as  many  years  “ of  the  Cycle,”  past  or  future,  as  he 
pleased.  That  he  stopped  exactly  where  he  did,  when  he  was 
short  by  26  of  having  either  reduplicated  or  anticipated  and 
thrown  back  all  the  1461  years  of  the  current  Cycle,  has 
been  explained  already  by  the  supposition  that  he  purposely 
avoided  everything  of  a cyclical  form,  and  that  he  desired  to 
mark  his  date  for  Alexander  at  B.C.  331,  in  the  same  way  in 
which  the  Chronicle  had  marked  its  own  epoch  of  B.C.  305 ; 
while  if  he  had  gone  beyond  “ the  Cycle,”  that  is,  the  true 
current  Cycle,  the  only  one  he  alluded  to,  in  throwing  back 
and  anticipating  years,  he  would  have  gone  beyond  the  ut- 
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most  expansion  of  that  earlier  scheme  which  he  was  following, 
even  while  varying  from  it  in  details,  and  would  have  been  in- 
troducing fictitious  years  of  arbitrary  fabrication  unconnected 
even  by  analogy  with  former  precedents,  and  borrowed  from 
future  cycles,  which  had  not  as  yet,  like  the  Cycle  current, 
even  an  inchoate  existence,  or  a name  by  which  they  could 
be  designated. 

From  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  downwards,  we  have  at 
length  only  one  consecutive  series  in  the  lists  of  Manetho,  to 
compare  with  that  of  the  Chronicle.  On  coming  to  this 
point  Manetho  has  already  paralleled  three  years  more  of  the 
1881  of  the  kings  of  the  Chronicle  than  the  477  composing 
its  Dynasties  XVI,  XVII,  and  XXVII.  Consequently 
the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  does  not  seem  to  coincide  exactly 
in  the  two  schemes,  but  according  to  the  apparent  chronology 
of  Manetho  it  is  depressed  to  B.c.  1745,  instead  of  standing 
at  B.C.  1748.  But  this  difference  need  not  occupy  us,  for  we 
shall  soon  see  that  Manetho  in  the  details  of  his  lists  (no  less 
than  in  his  narrative)  is  regardless  of  true  chronology,  though 
he  compensates  omissions  purposely  made  at  certain  points  of 
history  by  corresponding  insertions  of  unchronological  years 
in  other  places ; so  that  the  true  chronology  is  represented  in 
its  general  outline,  and  hinted  even  as  regards  details,  at  least 
to  the  initiated.  So  then,  neglecting  Manetho’s  depression 
of  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  to  B.c.  1745  as  only  apparent, 
we  understand  from  it  only  that  we  have  already  3 years  in 
hand  to  go  towards  filling  up  the  first  void  which  may  occur 
below ; or  rather,  to  speak  more  exactly,  we  have  2 years 
and  10  months,  since  Dyn.  XVII  (XV  of  Africanus),  as  re- 
stored from  Josephus,  was  2 months  short  of  260  full  years. 
But  in  point  of  true  chronology  Manetho’s  two  Diospolite 
Dynasties  XVIII  and  XIX  of  333  + 209  = 542  years,  are 
identical  and  ought  to  be  coincident  with  Dynasties  XVIII 
and  XIX  of  the  Chronicle,  (though  XVIII  is  by  it  called 
Memphite,)  with  348+  194  = 542  years;  these  542  years  be- 
ginning from  B.c.  1748,  and  ending  in  B.c.  1206.  The 
Diospolite  Dyn.  XX  of  the  Chronicle,  again,  is  for  135  years 
of  its  228  chronologically  identical  with  Dyn.  XX  of  Ma- 
netho, from  B.C.  1206  to  B.c.  1071.  Its  remaining  93  years 
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(reaching  chronologically  to  b.c.  978)  are  transferred  by  Ma- 
netho  to  Tanites  of  Lower  Egypt,  for  whom  he  creates  a 
new  dynasty  of  his  own,  his  Dyn.  XXI,  raising  the  sum  of 
its  years  from  93  to  130  by  the  help  of  37  unchronological 
years  brought  up  from  times  far  below.  Irrespectively  of  its 
apparent  undue  depression  by  (2.10m. + 37=  ) 39  years  and 
10  months  (as  if  to  B.C.  938),  his  Bubastite  Dyn.  XXII  is 
commensurate  within  one  year  and  identical  with  the  Tanite 
Dyn.  XXI  of  the  Chronicle,  a dynasty  which  has  121  years, 
from  B.C.  978  to  b.c.  857.  Dyn.  XXIII  of  Manetho,  also 
Tanite,  supplies  in  its  89  years  both  1 year  lacking  to  his 
preceding  Dynasty  XXII,  and  48  (reaching  chronologically 
to  B.c.  809)  to  match  the  48  of  the  Tanite  Dyn.  XXII  of 
the  Chronicle,  and  19  (reaching  to  B.c.  790)  to  match  the 
19  of  its  Dynasty  XXIII  (which  though  called  Dios- 
politc  is  identifiable  with  the  two  reigns  and  18  years  of 
Osorchon  and  Psammis  in  Dyn.  XXIII  of  Manetho);  and 
lastly,  it  contains  21  years  besides,  reaching  on  to  b.c.  769, 
and  telling  towards  the  44  of  the  Saite  Dyn.  XXIV  of  the 
Chronicle.  This  is  identical  with  Manetho’s  own  Dyn. 

XXIV,  to  which  however,  as  being  ignominious,  he  allows 
only  one  king,  Bocchoris,  and  instead  of  44  only  6 years.  So 
at  their  end  (in  B.c.  763)  he  would  be  still  short  of  the  end 
of  the  same  dynasty  in  the  Chronicle  by  17  years,  had  he 
not  created  above  an  undue  depression  to  the  amount  of  40 
years,  or,  as  we  must  reckon,  of  39  years  and  10  months. 
But  the  deficit  now  found  at  the  end  of  his  Dyn.  XXIV 
absorbing  only  17  of  these  surplus  years,  his  Ethiopian  Dyn. 

XXV,  which  is  identical  with  Dyn.  XXV  of  the  Chronicle, 
and  nearly  commensurate,  having  40  only  instead  of  44  years, 
begins,  according  to  the  apparent  chronology  of  Manetho, 
nearly  23  years  lower  than  according  to  the  chronology  of 
the  Chronicle  (in  B.C.  723  instead  of  746),  and  ends  nearly 
19  years  later  than  according  to  the  chronology  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, viz.  in  b.c.  683  instead  of  702.  So  that  under  the 
dislocated  chronology  of  Manetho  it  may  perhaps  be  implied 
that  the  whole  period  of  Ethiopian  rule  lasted  as  long  as 
(44 + 19  = ) 63  years  from  the  first  conquest  of  Egypt  by 
Sabaco  to  the  death  of  Tirhakah.  So  then  beginning  his 
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Saite  Dyn.  XXVI,  identical  with  the  Memphitico-Saite 
XXVI  of  the  Chronicle,  at  b.c.  683,  he  needs  for  it  only  1 58 
years,  instead  of  177,  to  make  it  end  in  b.c.  525,  coincidently 
with  the  end  of  the  177  years  which  the  same  Dyn,  XXVI 
has  in  the  Chronicle.  But  in  point  of  fact  he  gives  it  only 
150  years  and  6 months  according  to  the  lists  of  Africanus, 
the  remaining  7 years  and  6 months,  being  represented  by  4 
months  added  to  the  124  years  of  the  Persian  Dyn.  XXVII, 
with  6 years  (really  only  concurrent)  of  Amyrtncus  constitut- 
ing Dyn.  XXVIII  (unknown  to  the  Chronicle),  and  1 year 
and  4 months  added  by  the  lists  of  Africanus  in  Dyn.  XXIX 
to  those  57  years  which  Dyn.  XXIX  and  XXX  together 
should  contain  according  to  the  Chronicle.  Of  these  addi- 
tions, making  in  ail  7 years  and  8 months,  2 months  may  be 
regarded  as  the  complement  due  to  that  fraction  of  10  months 
in  Dyn.  XVII  of  Manetho  (XV  of  Africanus)  which  has 
been  noticed  above,  but  which  has  since,  for  convenience, 
been  neglected  in  our  reckonings.  The  remaining  7 years 
and  6 months  fill  up  what  is  lacking  on  Dyn.  XXVI ; but 
they  do  so  only  by  thrusting  up,  according  to  the  apparent 
chronology  of  Manetho,  the  beginning  of  his  Dyn.  XXVII 
of  Persians  from  Jan.  B.C.  525,  where  it  is  put  by  the  Chro- 
nicle, to  May  of  b.c.  533,  nearly  4 years  before  the  death  of 
Cyrus.  But  it  is  said  expressly  in  the  heading  of  Dyn. 
XXIII  of  Ptolemy  of  Mendcs  and  Africanus  (and  the  speci- 
fication was  no  doubt  copied  from  the  original  Manetho),  that 
Cambyses  “ reduced  Egypt  in  his  fifth  Persian  year,”  which 
certainly  began  in  Jan.  B.C.  525.  We  see  then  in  what 
light  years  interpolated  by  Manetho  (whether  above  or  below 
his  chief  suppressions  on  Dynasties  XXIV,  XXV,  and 
XXVI)  are  to  be  regarded.  They  are  to  be  regarded  in 
the  places  where  they  occur  as  mere  compensations,  notes  of 
restorations  to  be  made  elsewhere  by  such  as  understand  the 
true  succession  and  course  of  the  history.  And  thus  much 
having  been  said  of  the  general  chronology,  we  may  now 
consider  each  one  of  Manetho’s  later  dynasties  by  itself. 

It  is  certain  that  Dyn.  XVIII  of  Manetho,  which  ex-  nr» 
pelled  the  Shepherds,  is  one  with  Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chro-  jj)'*- 
nicle : yet  there  is  a remarkable  difference  in  its  designation,  |Yua 
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Manctho  naming  it  “ Diospolite,”  but  the  Chronicle  a little 
earlier  “ Memphite;”  whence  in  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes 
it  is  feigned  not  to  be  coincident  with  Dyn.  XVIII  of 
Manetho,  but  to  contain  other  earlier  kings  half  Memphite 
by  origin,  just  as  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XVIII  of  Manetho 
were  by  connection  half  Nubian.  But  earlier  still,  when 
Herodotus  first  visited  Egypt,  the  Memphite  priests,  far 
from  claiming  those  kings  as  Memphites,  ignored  their  whole 
dynasty  as  Ethiopian.  For  they  told  him  that  in  the  whole 
course  of  their  history  there  had  been  xvm  Ethiopian 
kings,  and  one  queen : — Herodotus  says,  “ one  queen,  a 
native  Egyptian  woman,”  and  identifies  her  with  Nitocris : 
but  this  was  perhaps  only  his  own  addition ; as  there  were 
certainly  more  queens  than  one,  and  his  informants  probably 
meant  the  queen  Hatasu  (included  under  the  name  Amensis 
or  Amesses  in  Manetho),  sister  of  Thothmes  III.  Subtract- 
ing from  the  xvm  the  ill  Ethiopian  kings  of  Dyn.  XXV. 
who  were  too  well  known  to  be  omitted,  there  remain  xv 
kings  and  one  queen  suiting  well  the  lists  of  Manetho 
and  the  monuments  for  Dyn.  XVIII,  and  for  no  other. 
And  no  doubt  the  kings  of  that  dynasty  all  reigned  over 
Nubia  as  well  as  Egypt,  and  its  founder  wa3  connected  by 
origin  and  intermarriage  with  Nubian  and  even  with  black 
Nubian  blood.  This  Nubian  connection  of  the  dynasty  ex- 
plains in  some  degree,  as  has  been  said  above,  the  great  deve- 
lopment given  on  the  right  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber,  and 
still  more  in  the  Turin  papyrus,  and  in  Dynasties  XIII 
and  XIV  of  Africanus,  to  the  genealogy  of  the  Nubian  kings 
derived  from  Amenemhe  I.  It  explains  also  the  widespread 
notion  of  later  times  that  the  monarchy,  civilisation,  and 
religion  of  Egypt  had  descended  the  valley  of  the  Nile  from 
Ethiopia,  that  is  from  Nubia,  to  Thebes.  The  same  idea,  in 
a form  near  to  the  truth,  is  expressed  by  Manetho  when  he 
represents  the  native  kings  (whether  the  chronology  be  exact 
or  mythical  matters  little)  flying  from  Asiatic  strangers  into 
Ethiopia,  abiding  there  for  a time,  and  thence  redescending 
to  expel  the  Shepherds,  as  by  an  avenging  whirlwind,  in  the 
compound  persons  of  the  Sethoscs  and  Rameseses.  That 
Dyn.  XVIII  was  most  properly  called  Diospolite  the  ruins  of 
Thebes,  which  it  first  raised  to  greatness,  sufficiently  attest: 
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and  they  prove  further  the  connection  of  its  kings  not  only 
with  the  Nubians  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  Manetho  (XIV  of  Afri- 
canus),  but  also  with  the  older  local  Diospolitc  line  of  Dyn. 
XI,  and  theMemphite-Diospolite  line  of  XII  of  Africanus. 
But  to  explain  fully  the  designation  “ Memphite  ” given  it 
in  the  Chronicle,  we  must  remember  that  Memphis  had  long 
been  the  chief  capital  of  the  district,  “ country,”  and  older 
kingdom  or  empire  of  Lower  Egypt ; and  that  this  kingdom, 
never  destroyed  by  the  Shepherds,  was  obtained  a little  before 
their  expulsion,  and  before  the  capture  of  Avaris,  by  Amosis 
the  founder  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  not  by  conquest,  like  the  east- 
ern Delta,  but  probably  by  marriage  with  an  heiress;  so  that 
Memphis  under  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XVIII  preserved  its 
honour  as  the  elder  of  two  co-ordinate  capitals.  The  two 
crowns,  the  white  and  the  red,  were  worn  separate  or  united 
at  will ; and  there  wa3  a close  union  of  the  Upper  and  Lower 
kingdoms,  without  either  one  being  incorporated  into  the 
other.  The  ruins  too  of  Memphis,  where  the  Colossus  of 
Raineses  II.,  the  Sesostris  of  Herodotus,  is  still  seen,  the 
relation  of  Herodotus  concerning  the  propylsea  about  the 
temple  of  Phtha  erected  by  his  successors,  and  a number  of 
recent  discoveries  and  inscriptions,  show  that  great  works 
were  executed  there  too  by  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  the 
eldest  son  of  the  king,  the  heir-apparent  to  both  crowns, 
being  sometimes  the  local  viceroy.  So  Artapanus,  a writer 
of  no  great  weight,  certainly,  but  one  whose  stories  must 
have  had  some  source,  and  who  was  quoted  in  the  time  of 
Augustus  by  Chscremon  in  a passage  already  alluded  to,  only 
reverses  perhaps  the  truth  when  he  makes  the  king  who  ex- 
pelled the  Shepherds,  “ Ph-  Almanoth  ” (a  name  more  like 
Amcnoph  than  Amoses),  to  have  been  properly  “ king  of 
Memphis,  and  to  have  given  his  daughter  Mippis  (for  he  had 
no  son)  in  marriage  to  Chenephres,  the  Xe&pwv  seemingly  of 
Manetho,  who  reigned  in  the  parts  above  Memphis,  (fiacrl- 
Xevovri  r€>v  imip  M efetfciv  tottwv),  there  being  then  a number 
of  kings  at  once  in  Egypt.”  But  in  truth  it  was  the  king  of 
Upper  Egypt,  Amosis,  who  expelled  the  Shepherds,  and  he 
perhaps  married  a surviving  daughter  and  heiress  of  Ph-Al- 
mnphthis,  or  Thamphthis,  the  last  king  of  Memphis  of  Dyn. 
IV,  or  gave  his  own  daughter  to  a son-in-law  named  Xe&pcev, 
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or  Xevs<f>pi]s,  a collateral  of  Upper  Egypt.  For  the  name 
“Merit,”  in  composition,  is  borne  on  the  monuments  by  a 
sister  of  Amenopb,  daughter  of  Amosis.  So  it  was  possible 
for  a native  of  Lower  Egypt,  if  only  a little  partial  to  his  own 
region,  to  view  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XVIII  as  Memphites,  they 
being  the  legitimate  heirs  of  the  elder  kingdom,  though  no 
doubt  more  immediately  connected  by  blood,  in  the  male  line 
at  least,  with  Upper  Egypt  and  Nubia;  and  though  they 
made  their  general  residence  (eventually  at  least)  in  the 
upper  capital.  In  the  time  of  Manetho,  Alexandria  having 
long  eclipsed  all  the  older  capitals,  Lower  Egypt  could  bet- 
ter afford  to  give  Thebes  its  due,  and  to  name  from  it  this  line 
of  great  kings  who  plainly  made  it  their  chief  city,  and 
whose  tombs  were  known  to  be  there.  But  in  the  time  of 
Herodotus,  just  after  the  re-establishment  of  the  Persian 
dominion,  the  two  rival  countries  and  capitals  had  nothing 
left  but  to  make  the  most  of  past  glories.  And  Thebes  hav- 
ing had  a long  succession  of  great  dynasties,  against  which 
Memphis  had  little  to  set  except  Moeris,  and  a share  in  the 
compound  personage  of  Sesostris,  and  the  pyramids,  a keen 
jealousy  emboldened  the  Memphite  priests,  in  conversing 
through  interpreters  with  a Greek  who  might  never  visit 
Thebes  (and  in  fact  did  not  visit  it  until  long  after,  too  late 
to  add  more  than  a note  or  two  to  his  earlier  work),  to  be 
silent  about  the  wonders  of  Thebes,  and  even  indirectly  to 
ignore  and  stigmatise  its  chief  dynasty,  Dyn.  XVIII,  as 
Ethiopian. 

With  regard  to  the  true  chronological  place  and  construc- 
tion of  Dynasties  XVIII  and  XIX,  it  has  been  seen  above, 
in  a passage  extracted  by  Josephus  from  Manctho’s  Third 
Book,  that  Manetho  acknowledged  13  years  of  servitude  to 
Asiatic  strangers,  while  a king  named  Amenoph,  whose  reign 
in  Egypt  was  followed  by  their  invasion,  was  surviving  as  an 
exile  in  Ethiopia,  till  his  son  Setlios  “ also  called  Baineses  ” 
was  old  enough  to  return  with  him  and  expel  them.  Josephus 
could  not  see  distinctly  where  this  king  Amenoph,  or  the  13 
years  of  his  exile,  were  placed,  but  supposed  them  to  be  in- 
tended to  follow  after  Sethos  son  of  Amenoph  and  head  of 
Dyn.  XIX  in  the  lists,  and  his  two  successors  Bapsakesand 
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Amencpbthcs;  “for  Rameses-Sethos”  himself  being  identified 
elsewhere  with  iEgyptus,  in  whose  eighth  year  Danaus  fled 
to  Greece,  this  seemed  to  put  him  out  of  the  question.  But 
at  any  rate  the  story  was  clearly  connected  by  Manetho  with 
Dyn.  XIX.  But  the  lists,  as  ascertained  through  the  help  of 
Josephus,  reveal  the  fact  that  not  13  exactly,  but  15  years, 
have  been  suppressed  by  Manetho  out  of  the  348  belonging 
to  Dyn.  XVIII, and  have  been  transferred  to  Dyn.  XIX,  And 
assuming  that  his  Egyptian  names  and  reigns  are  trustworthy 
and  historical,  the  question  is,  to  what  part  of  Dyn.  XVIII  do 
the  15  years  so  suppressed  and  transposed  chronologically  be- 
long? Where  are  we  to  detect  the  intervention  of  a time  of 
disgrace  and  servitude  under  impious  Asiatics,  whose  memory 
was  odious,  like  that  of  the  Shepherds  and  the  Hebrews,  and 
whose  names  have  been  suppressed  ? The  monuments  enable 
us  to  answer  this  question  with  something  like  certainty  ; for 
they  prove  that  between  the  reigns  of  Amenoph  III.  (the 
Mernnon  of  the  Greeks),  the  eighth  king  of  the  dynasty  (the 
same  name  too  as  in  Manetho),  and  of  Horus,  seemingly  his 
son,  there  really  intervened  a king  who  worshipped  not  the 
gods  of  Egypt,  but  mutilated  their  effigies,  and  worshipped 
only  the  solar  disk.  Women  and  others  come  out  to  im- 
plore his  clemency  as  to  a conqueror : the  native  Egyptians 
crouch  before  him  as  in  fear : Asiatics,  with  beards  and 
hooked  noses,  are  in  his  suite : and  lastly,  this  king  and  the 
other  members  of  his  family  are  distinguished  by  a peculiar 
malformation,  a thickness  about  the  loins  and  hips,  precisely 
similar  to  that  of  certain  figurines  in  earthenware  found  in 
Mesopotamia.  Several  of  these,  which  are  in  the  British 
Museum,  will  enable  any  one  who  pleases  to  make  the  com- 
parison for  himself.  This  sun-worshipping  king,  with  one  or 
two  others,  one  of  them  a local  “ king  of  Thebes,’’  named 
Ai,  who  appears  in  his  suite,  and  who  reigned  with  him  or 
after  him,  certainly  intervened  between  Amenoph  III.  and 
Horus;  for  they  have  defaced  the  monuments  and  the  tomb, 
and  have  appropriated  the  cartouches  of  Amenoph  III., 
while  Horus  has  in  like  manner  defaced  their  monuments, 
and  cut  in  his  names  over  theirs.  Their  dominion  certaiidy 
lasted  for  some  years,  one  would  think  at  least  fifteen,  to 
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judge  from  the  number  of  their  monuments  still  remaining, 
and  the  size  and  magnificence  of  some  tombs  (at  Tel-el- 
Amarna), — which  however,  being  incomplete,  hint  its  sudden 
termination.  And  though  they  thus  certainly  existed,  their 
names  are  uniformly  omitted  from  all  the  later  monumental 
lists,  as  those  of  the  Ramesseum  and  Medinet  Habou,  and  of 
the  Abydos  tablet,  and  probably  also  from  the  written  list  of 
Manethoin  Josephus;  though  it  is  true  that  some  make  them 
to  be  the  source  of  the  name  Achencheres  in  the  last-named 
list.  The  reader  therefore  will  judge  (apart  from  all  minor 
questions  of  detail)  how  far  it  is  probable  or  certain  that  we 
have  found  both  the  true  place  of  the  15  years  suppressed  or 
transposed  by  Manetho,  and  also  the  cause  of  their  transposi- 
tion. The  next  step  is  to  read  his  myth  afresh,  and  to  distin- 
guish in  it  those  historical  elements  which  either  clearly  suit 
the  monumental  indications  for  the  interval  between  Amenoph 
III.  and  Horns,  or  are  not  inconsistent  with  them.  Now 
according  to  Manetho  there  was  an  invasion : the  invaders 
were  Asiatics,  Shasou,  akin  to  the  earlier  Shepherds.  Like 
them  they  were  impious  towards  the  gods  of  Egypt,  doing 
violences  from  which  the  earlier  Shepherds  had  abstained. 
The  time  of  their  invasion  was  not  only  after  the  expulsion 
of  the  earlier  Shepherd  kings,  but  after  the  Hebrew  shep- 
herds had  settled  in  Palestine : and  when  they  entered  Egypt 
they  came  themselves  from  or  through  Palestine,  of  which 
therefore  it  seems,  of  the  coast  at  any  rate,  they  were  already 
masters.  As  for  the  advance  of  Amenoph  to  meet  them,  and 
his  religious  scruple,  which  made  him  to  return  to  Memphis 
without  fighting,  and  retire  thence  to  Ethiopia,  this  probably 
is  an  allusion  to  the  march  of  another  Amenoph  (Amenoph 
II.)  after  the  Hebrews,  whom  he  overtook  at  the  Red  Sea, 
and  returned  “ without  a battle.”  But  Amenoph  III.,  to 
judge  from  the  indications  of  the  monuments,  was  already 
dead,  and  buried  in  the  tomb  which  he  had  prepared  for 
himself  (the  tomb  was  afterwards  defaced  and  his  palace 
destroyed),  when  the  sun-worshippers  became  dominant  in 
Egypt ; and  we  may  conjecture  that  they  came  in  at  first 
“ without  a battle,”  having  some  claim  to  the  succession,  for 
Taia,  queen  of  Amenoph  III.,  seems  to  have  been  of  their 
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lineage ; and  there  is  in  the  Vatican  a scarabseus  of  his  11th 
year,  on  which  she  is  represented  together  with  her  husband 
as  worshipping  the  sun’s  disk.  Or  else,  if  some  son  of  Ame- 
noph  I1L  disputed  their  entrance,  he  was  defeated ; and  he 
may  have  fled  to  Ethiopia.  The  atrocities  of  setting  fire  to 
cities,  and  roasting  and  eating  Apis,  if  not  pure  fables  bor- 
rowed from  the  Persian  Ochus,  (which  there  is  no  sufficient 
reason  to  assert,)  agree  with  the  express  assertion  of  a con- 
quest, and  not  with  any  mere  internal  change  or  succession. 
Lastly,  the  survival  of  Amenoph  III.  to  return  with  his  son 
merely  to  see  poetical  justice  satisfied,  and  then  die,  and  the 
identification  of  the  son  with  Sethos  I.  and  II.  and  with 
Raineses  II.  and  III.,  all  blended  into  one  person,  is  of 
course  mythical.  Yet  even  this  is  to  a certain  extent  illus- 
trated by  the  monuments,  which  show  that  the  first  military 
exploits  of  Seti  I.  and  his  son  Ilameses  II.  were  in  fact  per- 
formed in  warring  against  the  Sliasou,  i.  e.  the  Arabian  or 
other  Shepherds,  who,  though  no  longer  lords  of  Egypt,  were 
still  formidable  beyond  the  frontier ; and  it  was  after  these 
had  been  overcome  that  their  wars  extended  to  the  Khita  and 
the  Botennou,  apparently  the  Ilittites  and  the  Chaldseans. 
It  was  probably  the  fact  that  the  word  Sliasou  designated  at 
once  the  elder  Shepherd  kings,  the  Hebrew  shepherds,  and 
all  Arabs  and  other  Asiatic  nomads,  that  suggested  to  Ma- 
netho  the  idea  of  blending  four  distinct  histories  into  one 
myth,  which  for  its  complete  inversion  of  the  truth  and  the 
proportions  and  complexity  of  its  falsehoods  is  certainly  re- 
markable. 

That  account  of  the  15  years  suppressed  by  Manetho  in 
the  middle  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  which  has  been  obtained  by  the 
comparison  of  his  lists  and  narrative  with  the  Chronicle  and 
with  the  monuments,  may  be  further  illustrated  from  sacred 
history.  For  according  to  the  joint  scale  of  the  Scriptures 
and  Josephus  and  of  the  Chronicle  the  reign  of  Amenoph  III. 
seems  to  end  at  June  22  b.c.  1588,  in  the  year  after  that  in 
which  Joshua  died;  and  nine  years  later,  in  B.c.  1579,  the 
Hebrews  were  subjugated  by  a king  named  in  the  Hebrew 
text  Chushan  Bishathaim,  in  the  LXX.  Xovaap-cr-aOat/j,,  in 
Josephus  Xovailp0T]i,  variations  which  show  the  proper  name 
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to  be  Chousan,  Chousar,  Choushan,  or  Choushar,  the  syllabic 
Ri  or  Ri-«  to  be  omissible,  and  Sathaim  or  s-Athaim  to  be 
an  adjunct.  And  this  king  is  called  “ king  of  the  Arabs,” 
those  of  Irak  perhaps,  towards  the  mouth  of  the  Euphrates, 
(who  would  be  named  Shasou  by  the  old  Egyptians,  and 
would  be  likely  enough  to  be  sun-worshippere,)  “ and  of  the 
Mesopotamians,”  the  malformation  of  whose  figurines  has 
been  noticed  above.  (Sennacherib,  it  may  be  remarked  in 
passing,  is  in  like  manner  called  king  of  the  Arabians  in  the 
second  book  of  Herodotus.)  But  in  all  ages  a conqueror 
taking  possession  of  Judaea  from  the  north  would  be  on  his 
way  to  Egypt ; or  if  he  had  swept  down  the  coast  and  con- 
quered Egypt  first,  he  would  not  think  his  possession  of  it 
secure  till  he  had  also  reduced  the  hill  country  of  Palestine. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  he  suffered  reverses  in  Palestine,  he 
would  have  to  evacuate  Egypt ; or,  if  he  first  lost  Egypt, 
Syria  also  would  be  emboldened  to  rebel.  But  according  to 
our  scale,  Chushan  being  defeated  by  Othniel,  the  Hebrews, 
after  a servitude  of  8 years,  regained  their  independence  in 
b.c.  1571,  two  years  after  Egypt,  according  to  Manetho 
harmonised  with  the  Chronicle,  had  thrown  off  the  yoke  of 
the  sun-worshippers.  For  so  the  accession  of  Horus  is  put 
at  June  18,  b.c.  1573.  But  according  to  Manetho’s  own 
lists,  as  they  stand,  with  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  apparently 
depressed  by  3 years,  the  independence  of  Egypt  would  be 
recovered  only  in  1570,  in  the  next  year  after  the  victories 
of  Othniel.  And  apart  from  this,  as  Manetho  has  been 
detected  already  in  his  narrative  cutting  off  two  years 
from  the  sun-worshippers,  writing  13  instead  of  15,  though 
his  own  lists  when  examined  reveal  the  error,  it  is  likely 
enough  that  these  two  years  are  not  all  that  he  has  sup- 
pressed; and  that  for  their  recovery  of  independence  the 
Egyptians  were  in  fact  indebted  to  the  victories  of  Othniel. 
Even  the  monumental  name  of  the  sun- worshipping  king  in 
Egypt  and  that  of  the  Arabian  or  Mesopotamian  in  the 
Bible  seem  to  be  only  variations,  analogous  to  those  of  other 
names  admitted  to  be  the  same.  And  the  Egyptians  in 
writing  hieroglyphically  foreign  names  were  used  to  natur- 
alise them  in  a manner,  so  that  the  sounds  expressed  and  the 
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emblems  employed  to  express  them  should  bear  an  Egyptian 
sense.  The  position  of  the  name  proper  and  the  adjunct  in 
the  hieroglyphical  name  Athin-Ra-Quashan  is  like  that  of 
other  names  with  their  adjuncts,  as  “Amon-meri  [or  Mi] 
Raineses,”  “ Amon-mi-Shishonk,”  which  in  Greek  become 
Rameses-Miammous  and  Shishonk-Miammous.  So  too  we 
should  read  Athin-Ra  or  Ra-Athin-Quashan.  The  fact  that 
the  syllable  Ra  in  the  hieroglyphical  name  is  only  a determina- 
tive accounts  for  the  variations  of  the  Greek  and  the  Hebrew, 
as  if  it  were  all  one  to  write  Choushan  At-«-hathnim  or  Chou- 
shan-Sathaim.  The  final  syllable  in  looking  like  the  Chaldee 
plural,  it  is  natural  to  find  it  in  the  Hebrew  aim.  The  s or 
sh  in  the  middle  of  the  name,  as  written  in  Hebrew,  may  bo 
merely  euphonic,  to  divide  the  two  open  vowels.  As  regards 
the  s or  sh  (permutable  in  Egyptian  with  AA)  in  the  proper 
name  itself,  it  certainly  seems  to  be  wanting  when  the  name 
is  read  “Khouen”;  but  if  the  name  Sa-Aou-ra  is  found  written 
in  Greek  AsaoucAis,  it  is  not  impossible  that  Khoa’-en  also 
might  become  ChoucAan  or  ChousAan.  Bunsen  and  Lcpsius 
themselves  tell  us  that  the  hieroglyphic  group,  which  in  this 
name  they  agree  to  read  “ Khou,"  is  proved  by  a Greek 
rendering,  “ oveerre,”  to  have  had  sometimes  the  sound  of 
“ Ouash  ” or  “ Quash,”  which  will  justify  us  perhaps  in 
writing  the  name  Qunshan.  And  if  in  the  Hebrew  the 
determinative  Ra  or  Re  precedes  instead  of  following  the 
word  Athin  which  it  determines,  this  impropriety  is  more 
than  balanced  by  our  finding  the  same  syllable  ‘Pj7  treated  in 
the  Greek  as  a superfluity,  and  omitted  altogether,  Xovaap-a- 
adaifi  being  the  LXX.  rendering  of  the  Chushan-ri-sh-athaim 
of  the  Hebrew  text.  At  any  rate,  having  an  Arabian  and 
Mesopotamian  conqueror,  with  a name  so  nearly  alike,  in 
Palestine  at  the  very  time,  we  can  scarcely  avoid  identifying 
him  with  the  sun-worshipper  of  the  Egyptian  monuments  ; 
especially  as  these  Shasou  are  made  by  Manetho  to  come 
from  Judaa,  and  at  the  invitation  of  those  other  Shepherds 
(not  really  identical  with  the  Hebrews),  who  according  to  him 
“ are  sometimes  called  Arabs,”  and  who  had  long  before  been 
expelled  from  Egypt.  If  this  identification  be  ultimately 
established,  it  will  be  the  oldest  of  all  known  synchronisms 
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of  sacred  and  profane  records.  And  hence  light  may  be 
thrown  on  several  expressions  of  Manetho ; as,  for  instance, 
when  Amenoph  the  son  of  Pepi  predicts  that  there  should 
come  o-vfifuixoi,  allies,  to  take  the  part  of  the  lepers,  i.  e.  of 
the  Hebrews  oppressed  by  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XVIII.  For 
though  the  Hebrews  were  no  longer  in  Egypt  to  be  assisted, 
and  the  Arabs  of  Chushan  were  not  exactly  their  allies,  yet 
they  being  themselves  subjects  and  so  allies  of  the  Arabians, 
the  invasion  which  came  through  and  from  their  country 
came  in  a manner  from  them  ; and  individuals  of  them  may 
even  have  attended  Chushan  into  Egypt.  And  when  Manetho 
says  that  the  whole  time  of  the  Shepherds  in  Egypt  from 
first  to  last  was  511  years,  if  we  remember  how  Avails 
(Heberland),  the  residence  probably  of  Abram  himself,  had 
been  “ Typhonian  from  the  beginning,”  the  Egyptians  hav- 
ing already  in  Abram’s  time  been  plagued  there  for  his 
sake,  it  may  be  that  the  511  years  are  reckoned  from  those 
first  plagues  of  the  time  of  Abram  to  the  expulsion  of  the 
Arabian  “ Hierosolymites,”  the  sun-worshippers,  whose  ir- 
ruption from  the  side  of  Palestine  was  the  fourth  and  last 
inroad  of  Shasou.  For  the  call  of  Abram  being  in  B.c.  2084, 
and  Abram  going  down  into  Egypt  shortly  after,  the  511 
years  if  reckoned  from  that  descent  would  end  within  a year 
or  two  after  b.c.  1573.  The  only  other  point  from  which 
one  might  expect  the  511  years  to  be  reckoned  is  from  the 
commencement  of  the  Shepherd  Dyn.  XVII  of  Manetho 
(XV  of  Africanus).  But  so  they  would  end  not  with  any 
Amenoph,  or  Sethos,  or  Raineses,  but  in  the  7th  year  of 
Achencheres,  the  13th  king  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  supposing  the 
15  years  of  the  sun-worshippers  to  have  been  inserted  between 
the  reigns  of  Amenoph  III.  and  Horns. 

Not  having  before  us  the  actual  reigns  of  the  kings  of 
Dynasties  XVI,  XVII,  XXVII,  and  XVIII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, with  their  years,  months,  and  days,  we  canrot  tell 
what  fractions  at  the  end  of  Dyn.  XXVII  and  again  of 
Dyn.  XVIII  may  have  been  cut  off  by  it,  and  reckoned  to 
the  following  dynasties  XVIII  and  XIX,  when  it  made 
Dyn.  XVIII,  after  477  full  years  from  Menes,  begin  from 
November  4 (then  Thoth  1,  of  the  movable  year)  in  B.c* 


Digitized  by  Google 


MANETHO. 


183 


1748,  and  end  with  the  last  day  of  the  movable  year  in  b.c. 
1400  ; nor,  consequently,  from  what  day  the  actual  reign  of 
Amosis  began,  it  being  perhaps  antedated  somewhat  when 
put  technically  at  Nov.  4,  b.c.  1748.  For  though  the  years 
and  fractions  given  by  Josephus  from  Manetho  for  the  reigns 
of  Dyn.  XVIII  happen  to  join  together  into  exactly  333 
years,  needing  15  full  years  more  to  equal  the  348  of 
Dyn.  XVIII  in  the  Chronicle,  it  is  not  to  be  thought  that  the 
actual  accession  of  Amosis  was  on  the  Egyptian  new  year, 
Nov.  4 ; that  the  sun-worshippers  again  held  Egypt  for  exactly 
15  years  from  June  22  (not  then  near  to  the  new  year),  b.c. 
1588  to  June  18,  B.C.  1573  ; and  again  that  the  last  king  of 
the  dynasty,  Amenoph,  ended  his  reign  of  1 9 years  and  six 
months  exactly  on  the  eve  of  the  new  year,  or  within  a fort  • 
night  of  it  (since  Manetho  did  not  exhibit  fractional  days, 
but  rounded  them  off  to  months),  in  B.C.  1400.  The  Egyp- 
tians, as  a general  rule,  did  not  fill  up  fractions  remaining 
over,  but  cut  them  off,  and  antedated  the  following  reign  or 
dynasty  so  as  to  include  them.  Consequently,  if  Manetho 
and  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  both  reckoned  the  actual 
reign  of  Amosis  to  begin  from  the  same  point,  and  gave  it  from 
that  point  Manetho’s  length  of  25  years  and  about  4 months, 
it  would  have  probably  in  addition  in  the  Chronicle  when 
antedated  technically  from  Nov.  4,  B.C.  1748,  some  fraction 
remaining  over  from  the  sum  of  the  actual  reigns  of  the 
three  earlier  dynasties.  Whether  the  Chronicle  and  Ma- 
netho did  in  fact  both  alike  reckon  the  actual  reign  of 
Amosis  with  25  years  and  4 months  from  one  and  the  same 
point,  is  another  question.  The  Chronicle  probably  made 
his  actual  reign,  as  head  of  a sovereign  dynasty,  begin  not 
from  his  first  Theban  accession  but  from  his  coronation  at 
Memphis,  which  according  to  the  monuments  (see  the  “ Tomb 
of  Aahmes,”  illustrated  by  De  Rougd)  was  a year  later,  and 
which  in  that  case  (the  season  for  war  for  that  year  being 
over)  must  have  been  either  on  or  after  Nov.  4 of  b.c.  1748, 
and  if  after,  not  long  after,  since  the  inundation  was  then 
over,  and  the  season  for  opening  the  next  campaign  was 
already  approaching.  And  Manetho  is  understood  by 
Josephus  to  reckon  the  25  years  and  4 months  of  the  actual 
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reign  of  Amosis  not  only  like  the  Chronicle  from  an  acces- 
sion in  Lower  rather  than  Upper  Egypt,  but  from  the  “ ex- 
pulsion of  the  Shepherds;”  that  is,  from  the  capture  of  Avaris, 
which  according  to  the  monuments  was  several  years  later, 
seemingly  in  his  fifth  year:  for  Josephus  writes  thus:  — 
“Mrra  to  i^eXdslv  e£  Alyvrrrov  rov  Xaov  rwv  iroiiiivtov  us 
' lepocroXvfia,  6 IxftaXu >v  airrovs  if  Alyvtrrov  fiairiXevs  Tidptocis 
ifiacn'Xevcre  fiera  ravra  err;  einocn  Trims  seal  fitjvas  riaaapas, 
teal  iTeXevTTjae."  But  Manetho,  if  the  words  fiera  rairra  are 
from  him,  is  not  here  w'riting  history  properly  so  called,  but 
fable  in  all  but  the  list  of  reigns  itself;  and  even  that  he 
introduces  with  a mythical  name  for  its  first  king.  And  in 
a precisely  parallel  case,  where  he  introduces  the  first  king  of 
Dyn.  XIX,  Sethos  II.,  mythically  blended  with  others,  and 
named  Ramcses,  he  says  that  “ after  expelling  his  brother 
Danaus  he  reigned  59  years,”  whereas  his  own  lists,  contain- 
ing at  that  place  no  separate  reign  of  8 years,  nor  any 
brother  Danaus  at  all,  show  plainly  that  the  8 years  in  ques- 
tion, if  any  one  is  60  scrupulous  as  to  inquire  after  them,  are 
identical  with  the  first  8 years  of  Sethos  II.  himself,  while,  as 
Rameses,  he  is  pursuing  his  foreign  and  mythical  conquests. 
And  so  Josephus  too  reckons,  when,  casting  up  the  whole 
59  years  of  this  Sethos-Rameses,  he  says  that  “ from  the 
Exodus  of  the  Shepherds  to  the  flight  of  Danaus  were  393 
years.”  So  no  weight  is  to  be  attached  to  the  words  “ fiera 
ravra,"  and  the  like,  in  the  case  of  Amosis,  whose  reign  of 
25  years  and  4 months  was  most  likely  taken  by  Manetho 
from  some  hieratic  MS.  giving  it  from  his  original  Theban 
accession,  and  not,  like  the  Chronicle,  from  his  coronation  at 
Memphis,  still  less  from  the  “ expulsion  of  the  Shepherds.” 
In  that  case  the  date  for  the  death  of  Amosis,  and  all  the 
dates  following  down  to  the  death  or  the  fabulous  expul- 
sion of  Amenoph  III.  inclusively,  when  reduced  to  the  scale 
of  the  Chronicle,  will  be  earlier  by  one  full  antedated  year 
at  least  than  they  would  seem  to  be  if  Manetho’s  actual 
reign  of  25  years  and  4 months  were  to  be  reckoned  from 
the  coronation  at  Memphis,  or  from  the  first  of  Thoth  a little 
preceding. 

But  as  the  precise  date  of  the  coronation  at  Memphis,  and 
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the  length  of  the  actual  reign  of  Amosis  reckoned  from  that 
date  by  the  Chronicle  and  increased  somewhat  (unless  it 
were  celebrated  purposely  on  the  new  year)  by  antedating 
from  Thoth  1,  and  the  date  of  the  actual  Theban  accession 
preceding,  from  which  alone,  as  we  suppose,  Amosis  reigned 
25  years  and  4 months,  are  unknown, — we  shall  draw  out 
first,  but  only  provisionally,  the  chronology  of  the  dynasty  as 
it  would  seem  to  follow  from  the  written  lists  if  its  actual 
commencement  in  Manetho’s  lists  and  its  technical  com- 
mencement in  the  Chronicle  were  both  alike  from  Thoth  1, 
= Nov.  4 in  b.c.  1748.  Then, 

1.  Tethmosis,  “after  expelling  the  Shepherds,”  would 
reign  from  Thoth  l = Nov.  4,  b.c.  1748,  25  years  and  4 
months  to  Feb.  26,  B.C.  1722. 

2.  Chebron,  would  reign  13  years,  from  Feb.  26,  B.C.  1722, 
to  Feb.  22,  b.c.  1709. 

3.  Amenoph  I.,  20  years,  7 months,  from  Feb.  22,  B.C. 
1709,  to  Sept.  15,  B.C.  1689.  And  his  death  seems  to  be  5 
years  after  the  flight  of  Moses  from  Egypt,  Moses  haying 
been  born  in  the  13th  of  Amosis. 

4.  Amessis,  his  sister,  21  years,  9 months,  from  Sept  15, 
B.C.  1689,  to  June  12,  B.C.  1667  (or,  according  to  a various 
reading  given  by  Theophilus  of  Antioch,  as  if  from  Josephus, 
21  years,  1 month,  from  Sept.  15,  B.C.  1689,  to  Oct.  15, 
B.c.  1668). 

5.  Mephres,  12  years,  9 months,  from  June  12,  B.c.  1667,  to 
March  11,  1654,  his  death  seeming  to  approach  within  a 
month  of  the  Exodus;  March  11  of  anticipated  Julian 
reckoning,  but  without  the  Gregorian  correction,  being  in 
B.c.  1654  equal,  or  nearly,  to  March  29  of  true  reckoning, 
18  days  later.  (But  with  the  reading  of  Theophilus  mentioned 
above  Mephres  would  reign  from  Oct.  15,  B.c.  1668,  to 
July  8,  1655,  and  die  in  the  year  before  the  Exodus;  and 
then  all  the  following  dates  would  be  8 months  earlier.) 

6.  Mephramouthosis,  25  years,  10  months,  from  March  11, 
B.c.  1654,  to  Jan.  3,  B.C.  1628.  (Theophilus  gives  a variant 
of  only  20  years  and  10  months.) 

7.  Thmosis  is  said  to  have  reigned  9 years  and  8 months, 
from  Dec.  25,  b.c.  1629,  to  Aug.  29,  B.C.  1619. 
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8.  Amenoph,  30  years,  10  months,  from  Aug.  29,  B.c.  1619, 
to  June  22,  1588.  (In  his  5th,  B.c.  1614,  on  the  death  of 
Moses,  the  Hebrews  under  Joshua  would  enter  Canaan,  and 
in  the  spring  of  1589  Joshua  died.)  Here  would  follow 

[A  void  of  exactly  15  years,  thrown  down  toDyn.  XIX, 
but  really  needed  between  Amenoph  III.  and  Horus;  that  is, 
seemingly, between  June  22,  B.c.  1588  and  June  18  b.c.  1573. 
In  the  9th  of  these,  on  the  death  of  all  the  Elders  who  outlived 
Joshua,  the  Hebrews  would  be  subjugated  by  Chushan-Ri* 
sh-Athaim  ( [Xovaap-a-adatp .,  Xovcrctpdrjs,  Xovcra^ap),  and  re- 
main in  servitude  to  him  8 years,  from  b.c.  1579  to  1571.] 

9.  Horus,  36  years,  5 months,  from  June  18,  b.c.  1573  to 
Nov.  11,  b.c.  1537. 

10.  Achencheres,  his  daughter,  12  years,  1 month,  from 
Nov.  11,  b.c.  1537  to  Dec.  8,  b.c.  1525. 

11.  Rathotis,  her  brother,  9 years,  from  Dec.  8,  B.c.  1525, 
to  Dec.  6,  b.c.  1516. 

12.  Achencheres,  12  years,  5 months,  from  Dec.  6,  B.C. 
1516,  to  May  2,  B.C.  1503. 

13.  Another  Achencheres,  12  years,  3 months,  from  May 
-2,  b.c.  1503,  to  July  27,  B.c.  1491. 

14.  Armais,  4 years,  1 month,  from  July  27,  B.c.  1491,  to 
Aug.  31,  b.c.  1487. 

15.  Ramesses,  1 year,  4 months,  from  Aug.  30,  B.c.  1487, 
to  Dec.  28,  b.c.  1486. 

16.  Armesses  Miammou,  66  years,  2 months,  from  Dec. 
28,  b.c.  1486,  to  Feb.  10,  b.c.  1419.  In  his  53rd,  b.c.  1433, 
the  Hebrews  would  be  subjugated  by  Jabin,  king  of  Canaan, 
a connection  probably  of  Ramesses  Miammou,  who,  after 
warring  with  them,  married  a princess  of  the  Khita. 

17.  Amenoph,  19  years,  6 months,  from  Feb.  10,  b.c.  1419, 
to  the  eve  of  Thoth  1 = August  9,  b.c.  1400.  In  his  6th  the 
Hebrews  would  regain  their  independence  through  the  vic- 
tories of  Deborah  and  Barak.  Sisera  sounds  like  an  Egyptian 
name;  and  this  triumph  of  the  Hebrew  shepherds  just  13 
years  before  the  death  of  Amenoph  may  possibly  have 
suggested  the  number  13  instead  of  15  for  the  duration  of 
an  earlier  disgrace  put  under  another  Amenoph,  and  to  be 
followed  by  the  glorious  reign  of  a Sethos-Rameses. 
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With  this  general  outline  of  the  chronology,  bearing  in 
mind  the  uncertainties  noticed  above,  and  the  variant  of 
Theophilus  for  the  reign  of  A messes,  and  having  already 
disentangled  and  placed  what  relates  to  the  sun- worshipping 
Shepherds,  we  may  approach  the  remainder  of  Manetho’s 
fable,  which  is  still  complex,  and  separate  in  it  what  relates 
only  to  the  Hebrews  from  what  relates  to  the  Shepherds 
properly  so  called. 

The  king  who  really  expelled  the  Shepherds  and  founded 
Dyn.  XVIII  is  nowhere  named  by  Manetho  by  his  true 
name  Amosis.  For  in  Theophilus,  though  he  is  quoting 
from  Josephus,  and  in  Syncellus,  who  writes  “'‘Aficoais  6 kuI 
TtOfuoais”  this  is  only  a gloss,  a fair  one  indeed  in  this 
sense  that  the  Tethmosis  of  Manetho,  as  expelling  the 
Shepherds  and  founding  a dynasty,  must  so  far  be  one  with 
Amosis;  but  quite  groundless,  if  the  meaning  be  that  Mane- 
tho is  writing  historically,  and  that  Amosis  really  bore  both 
names.  But  so  far  as  the  Shepherds  are  made  to  blend  with 
the  Hebrews,  and  their  expulsion  is  put  down  mythically 
(as  a first  step)  by  93  or  94  years,  Alisphragmuthosis  or 
Misphramuthosis  (i.  e.  Thothmes  III.)  is  rightly  named  as 
the  king  who  waged  the  great  war  with  them;  that  is, 
mutatis  mutandis,  whose  tyranny  in  the  land  of  Avaris  im- 
mediately preceded  and  led  to  the  Exodus.  In  a tomb  of 
his  time  at  Thebes,  in  which  the  making  of  bricks  for  the 
temple  of  Ammon  is  represented,  the  labourers  (mixed  with 
native  Egyptians  of  the  conventional  red  colour)  are  light- 
coloured  bearded  Asiatics,  having  officers  of  their  own,  who 
are  seen  measuring  the  daily  task,  while  taskmasters  much 
darker  than  the  red  Egyptians,  of  a purplish  or  chocolate 
colour,  showing  a Nubian  connection,  stand  over  them  in  the 
attitude  of  command,  or  sit  by  with  rods  in  their  hands. 
And  though  the  scene  is  at  Thebes,  that  is  no  reason  for 
doubting  of  its  representing  the  Hebrews,  who  being  in 
such  numbers  in  the  Delta,  and  all  reduced  to  this  slavery, 
some  of  them  might  well  be  found  also  at  Thebes ; and  they 
are  certainly  to  be  first  thought  of  even  there,  and  rather 
than  any  other  more  distant  Asiatics.  So  we  see  Thothmes 
even  to  this  day  waging  his  war  against  the  Hebrew 
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shepherds,  who  later,  no  doubt,  were  all  without  exception 
concentrated  near  Avaris  “ by  condescension  of  the  king 
Amenoph,”  as  Manetho  says,  when  he  was  vacillating 
whether  to  let  them  go  or  not.  It  was  not  however,  accord- 
ing to  Manetho,  under  Misphramuthosis  that  the  [Hebrew] 
shepherds  were  actually  expelled,  but  under  his  son 
Thouthmosis  or  Tethmosis ; that  is,  to  speak  historically, 
under  Amenoph  II.  the  son  of  Miphra-Thothmosis  or 
Thothmes  III.  And  Manetho  himself  elsewhere  (when 
the  Hebrews  already  settled  in  Palestine  are  to  be  confused 
with  other  Shepherds,  Arabs,  really  their  oppressors,  and  to 
be  made  to  come  down  again  in  them  to  be  finally  ejected  as 
lepers),  having  no  longer  anything  to  fear  from  a name  now 
removed  to  a distant  time  and  belonging  to  another  king, 
admits  that  it  was  the  name  Amenoph,  not  Thothmes,  to 
which  some  humiliation  had  attached  through  the  lepers  and 
the  shepherds  of  Jerusalem.  But  in  his  earlier  myth, 
in  which  the  Hebrews,  as  such,  are  not  named,  the  earlier 
Shepherds  being  brought  down,  so  as  to  cover  them,  to  the 
true  time  of  the  Exodus,  he  shrinks  from  naming  Amenoph 
II.,  and  makes  Misphragmuthosis  supply  half  of  his  own 
compound  name  as  a name  for  his  son:  and  even  this  he 
varies  again  in  the  lists,  putting  in  them  “ Mephres”  first  as 
the  father,  and  “ Miphrathmuthosis”  second  as  the  son,  that 
the  two  may  not  be  too  clearly  recognised.  The  son  then 
of  these  two  it  is  who  besieged  the  [Hebrew]  shepherds 
within  that  strong  wall  with  which  they  had  surrounded  the 
whole  region  of  Avaris,  the  wall  being  the  Divine  Power 
which  protected  them,  and  exempted  them  when  it  plagued 
the  Egyptians.  And  despairing  at  length  of  reducing  them 
to  submission,  he  consented  to  their  departure ; and  they 
went  out  towards  the  desert,  towards  Syria.  [From  this 
point  the  continuation  is  given  by  the  other  myth  of  the 
lepers  and  the  Hierosolymites.]  And  the  king  Amenoph, 
whom  some  even  of  his  own  priests  had  warned  that  he  was 
fighting  against  a Typhonian  power,  marched  [after  them] 
and  came  up  with  them ; but  he  returned  without  having 
joined  battle ; and  [not  caring  perhaps  to  be  too  near  to 
“ the  field  of  Zoan  ”]  he  went  up  from  Memphis  to  Thebes, 
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and  there  abode;  while  the  lepers  and  Hierosolymites, 
under  Osarsiph-Moses,  i.  e.  under  Joseph  and  Moses,  for  the 
bones  of  Joseph  went  up  with  them,  [after  an  interval  of  40 
years,]  settled  in  that  country  of  which  [600  years  later] 
they  made  Jerusalem  the  capital.  And  thence,  under  another 
Amenoph,  these  Hierosolymite  Shepherds,  blended  with  the 
sun-worshipping  Arabs,  are  called  down  as  his  brethren  by 
Joseph-Moscs  and  the  lepers  (i.  e.  by  themselves,  as  if  they 
were  still  in  Egypt),  to  avenge  their  own  wrongs,  and  to  be 
once  more  and  finally  expelled.  Some  of  the  expressions  put 
by  Manetho  into  the  mouth  of  Joseph-Moscs,  the  priest  of 
Heliopolis  and  leprous  lawgiver,  remind  one  of  the  invitation 
sent  by  the  true  Joseph  to  his  father  and  brethren,  when  he 
“ informed  them  of  all  his  state,  and  promised  to  supply  them 
with  all  things  necessary  in  abundance,  to  give  them  the 
good  of  the  land  of  Egypt,  to  make  them  eat  the  fat  of  the 
land,  bidding  them  make  haste  and  come  down  without 
thinking  of  their  property ; for  the  good  of  all  the  land  of 
Egypt  should  be  theirs  ; so  they  accepted  the  invitation  with 
great  joy,  and  came  immediately.”  One  expression  in 
Manetho’s  fable  is  even  more  appropriate  in  the  mouth  of 
the  true  Joseph  who  ruled  Egypt  than  in  that  of  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  lepers.  For  among  other  promises  to  the 
Hierosolymites  there  is  one  to  “take  their  part  and  stand  by 
them,”  whenever  there  should  be  need  : “ inrepp.axri<Teodai 
Si  ore  Slot."  For  though  Manetho  meant  this  of  armed  co- 
operation, the  offer  of  occasional  assistance  only,  and  the 
preposition  in rip,  imply  something  of  security  and  supe- 
riority in  him  who  offers  it.  Even  the  numbers  in  the  two 
fables  are  remarkable;  the  511  years  going  back  to  the 
first  Shepherd  Abram ; the  number  80,000  for  the  lepers 
derived  from  him,  when  first  reduced  to  bondage  94  years 
before  the  Exodus,  a number  perhaps  not  very  different  from 
the  true : the  force  of  the  Shepherds  set  at  240,000  fighting 
men,  that  is,  the  full  number  at  which  the  Egyptian  army  on 
the  Syrian  frontier  teas  usually  stated;  their  apprehensions 
from  the  quarter  of  Assyria,  covering  perhaps  allusions  to 
the  exploits  of  Abraham,  as  well  as  to  much  later  apprehen- 
sions of  the  Egyptians  and  actual  invasion.  But  had  the 
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true  force  of  the  Hebrews  at  the  time  of  the  Exodus  been 
named,  viz.  600,000  men,  they  would  have  seemed  too 
strong  for  their  oppressors;  and  if  they  were  confessed  to  be 
unarmed,  then  an  unarmed  multitude  [with  the  rod  of 
Moses]  had  put  to  shame  all  the  armies  of  the  Egyptians 
with  their  gods.  So  they  are  numbered  at  only  240,000, 
but  these  fighting  men ; and  the  king  Amenoph  has  480,000, 
exactly  double  the  number,  all  mighty  men  of  valour,  with 
which  to  overpower  them ; so  that  there  is  no  room  even  to 
suspect  that  his  return  “ without  a battle  ” could  be  owmg 
either  to  weakness  or  overthrow. 

From  the  fables  of  Manetho  there  originated  the  definite 
historical  error  of  confounding  the  Hebrews  with  the  earlier 
Shepherds  and  Shepherd-kings  (IIyksh6s),  under  whom  they 
had  entered  Egypt  (the  later  sun-worshippers  not  being 
known  or  thought  of),  and  their  Exodus  with  the  expulsion 
of  the  latter.  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  having  given  the  synchro- 
nism of  Amosis  and  Moses,  with  whom  he  joined  Inachus, 
and  Josephus  having  accepted  the  same  as  clearly  asserted  by 
Manetho,  and  as  honourable  to  his  own  nation,  they  were 
followed  by  nearly  all  later  writers,  both  Gentile  and  Chris- 
tian. Only  in  some  rare  instances  do  we  find  traces  either 
of  some  older  and  truer  Egyptian  tradition,  or  of  some  juster 
apprehension  of  the  mixed  nature  of  Manetho’s  fables.  So 
in  one  passage,  already  noticed  above,  Synccllus  writes  that 
there  was  a sort  of  consensus  that  Joseph  came  into  Egypt 
and  rose  to  power  under  the  Shepherds,  and  more  parti- 
cularly “ in  the  17th  year  of  Apophis,”  an  assertion  which  we 
have  seen  to  be  justified  by  the  mixed  scale  of  the  Scriptures 
and  the  Chronicle,  taking  the  names  of  the  last  four  Shep- 
herds with  the  last  184  of  their  years  as  they  are  given  by 
Josephus,  but  which  makes  the  Exodus  to  be,  as  it  ought  to 
be  by  the  same  scale,  not  under  Amosis  in  b.c.  1748,  but 
94  years  later.  So  again  in  a passage  of  Clement  of  Alex- 
andria, who  follows  miscellaneous  sources  not  always  recon- 
cileable  with  one  another,  it  is  said  that  the  ExoduB  was 
“ 345  years  before  the  epoch  of  the  Sothic  Cycle the  only 
inaccuracy  in  which  statement  is  this,  that  its  author  sup- 
posed Moses  to  have  been  born  in  the  very  first  year  of  the 


Digitized  by  Google 


M ANETIIO. 


191 


dynasty,  and  counted  from  the  accession  of  Amosis  to  the 
Exodus  only  81  years.  For  u.c.  1322  + 345  gives  b.c. 
1667:  and  if  we  deduct  81  from  B.c.  1748,  we  obtain  the 
same  year,  1667.  But  really  the  particulars  related  in  the 
first  chapter  of  the  Book  of  Exodus  require  some  years  to 
have  elapsed  between  the  first  accession  of  the  “ king 
who  knew  not  Joseph,”  and  the  order  for  exposing  all  the 
male  children  of  the  Hebrews.  Not  that  one  need  think 
every  thing  that  is  mentioned  to  be  included  in  the  interval, 
or  that  the  cities  of  Pithom,  Raineses,  and  On  (which  last 
is  added  in  the  Greek)  were  built  or  walled  by  the  Hebrews 
before  the  birth  of  Moses.  This  and  other  particulars  may 
be  mentioned  by  anticipation  in  a condensed  narrative.  On 
the  other  hand  there  is  nothing  in  the  name  Ramesses  in  the 
Hebrew,  or  in  the  designation  of  the  land  of  Goshen  as  yff 
'Pa/j.ea<rfl  in  the  LXX.,  to  justify  the  inference  that  the 
Exodus  was  after  the  time  of  Raineses  the  Great,  who  seems 
to  have  rebuilt  Avaris  and  to  have  renamed  it  from  himself. 
Else  by  the  same  rule  it  might  be  shown  that  some  of  the  pro- 
phets wrote  after  the  foundation  of  Alexandria,  since  Alexan- 
dria is  named  in  the  LXX.  version  of  their  books.  This  proves 
only  that  Ezra,  or  some  other  reviser  still  older,  may  have 
introduced  into  the  text  that  name  by  which  the  place  was 
known  when  the  older  name  Avaris  (Hawar)  was  entirely 
disused ; though  it  is  not  impossible  that  the  name  Rameses 
may  be  as  old  as  Moses  himself,  if  Amosis,  having  a son 
named  Raines,  or  Rameses,  as  the  monuments  show  him  to 
have  had,  named  one  of  the  cities  which  he  fortified  in  the 
Delta  after  his  son.  But  the  other  explanation  is  sufficient. 

The  indications  derived  from  Manetho’s  fable  that  the 
Exodus  took  place  not  under  Thothmes  III.  (Mephres),  but 
under  his  son  Amenoph  II.,  would  not  of  themselves  be 
difficult  to  explain  and  set  aside,  if  there  were  any  sufficient 
reason  to  believe  that  the  king  of  Egypt  himself  was 
drowned  in  the  Red  Sea : but  the  fact  is,  that  they  agree 
much  better  with  the  sacred  narrative  than  does  the  com- 
monly received  opinion.  The  Scriptures  introduce  the  ac- 
count of  the  Exodus  by  marking  the  death  of  a king.  “ And 
•t  came  to  pass,  in  process  of  time,  that  the  king  of  Egypt 


Digitized  by  Google 


192 


EGYPTIAN  CHUONICLE8. 


died,  and  the  children  of  Israel  sighed  by  reason  of  the 
bondage  . . . and  God  heard  their  groaning  . . . and  had 
respect  unto  them.”  (Exod.  ii.  23,  24,  25.)  Hereupon 
Moses  is  sent  from  the  Burning  Bush  on  Mount  Sinai  to 
deliver  them.  This  was,  according  to  St.  Stephen  (Acts 
vii.  30),  when  40  years  were  expired,  “ TrXvpcodevrov,"  were 
complete,  from  the  time  of  his  flight,  his  flight  itself  having 
been  in  his  fortieth  year,  but  before  its  completion  : “ cot  8i 
sttXj jpovro  airrw  Te<raapaKOvrasTr]t  xpovot,”  k.  t.  A.  (Ib.  v.  23  ) 
But  at  the  end  of  the  40th  year  from  the  Exodus,  when  Moses 
died,  he  was  120  years  old.  (Deut  i.  3,  and  xxxiv.  7.)  So 
that  the  Exodus  was  just  about  the  time  when  his  80th  year 
was  complete ; and  the  death  of  the  king  of  Egypt,  the  mis- 
sion from  the  Burning  Bush,  and  the  Exodus,  were  all  within 
one  year,  the  first  when  Moses  had  not  completed,  the  last 
when  he  had  just  completed,  his  80th  year.  “ Moses  was 
fourscore  years  old,  and  Aaron  fourscore  and  three  years 
old,  when  they  spake  unto  Pharaoh.”  (Exod.  vii.  7.)  But  on 
looking  at  the  Egyptian  list  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  as  given  by 
Manetho,  we  find  Amenoph  I.,  the  king  under  whom  Moses 
should  fly  from  Egypt,  dying  only  five  years  afterwards: 
therefore  he  cannot  be  the  king  from  whose  death  the  history 
of  the  Exodus  commences.  But  after  him  there  follows  a 
queen  called  Amesscs  for  21  years  and  9 months;  and  after 
her  there  is  only  Thothmes  III , called  in  the  lists  Mephres 
(the  Misphragmuthosis  of  Manetho’s  narrative) ; so  that  this 
last  is  necessarily  the  king  whose  death  is  specified,  though 
some  predecessor  seems  also  to  be  alluded  to  when  it  is  said 
to  Moses  that  “all  the  men  are  dead  that  sought  thy  life” 
Thothmes,  therefore,  whom  the  Scripture  joins,  as  if  already 
on  the  throne  40  years  before,  with  the  actual  persecutor  of 
Moses,  died  some  time  in  the  summer  or  autumn  of  B.  c. 
1655;  and  the  Exodus,  being  in  the  spring  following, 
should  be  in  the  first  actual  year  of  his  son  Amenoph  II., 
called  Mephrathmuthosis  in  Manetho’s  lists,  but  Thuth- 
mosis  or  Tethraosis  in  his  narrative;  an  inference  from 
the  Scriptures  as  compared  with  the  lists  which  agrees 
with  the  indications  elicited  above  from  Manetho’s  own 
fabulous  narrative.  Not  only  does  the  Scripture  say  no- 
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thing  of  the  king  being  drowned,  but  Miriam  in  her  song, 
dwelling  with  emphasis  and  repetition  on  “ all  Pharaoh’s 
cavalry,  his  chariots  and  horsemen,”  “ Pharaoh’s  chariots, 
his  chosen  captains,”  hints  that  neither  the  king  himself 
nor  the  infantry  of  his  army  had  entered  the  sea.  “ For 
the  cavalry  of  Pharaoh  went  in,  with  his  chariots  and  horse- 
men, into  the  sea ; and  the  Lord  brought  again  the  waters 
of  the  sea  upon  them.”  “ And  the  waters  returned,  and 
covered  the  chariots  and  the  horsemen,  and  all  the  host 
of  Pharaoh  that  came  into  the  sea  after  them  ; there  remained 
not  so  much  as  one  of  them.”  “ And  all  the  women  went 
out  after  Miriam  with  timbrels  and  dances,  and  Miriam  an- 
swered them  [with  this  burden],  Sing  ye  to  the  Lord,  for  he 
hath  triumphed  gloriously ; the  horse  and  his  rider  hath  he 
thrown  into  the  sea.”  (Exod.  xv.)  It  is  true  that  verse  15  of 
Psalm  cxxxv.  has  been  made  to  say  in  English,  that  “ as  for 
Pharaoh  and  his  host  he  overwhelmed  them  in  the  Red  Sea : ” 
but  this  is  an  inaccurate  paraphrase,  owing  to  a peculiarity 
of  expression  in  the  Latin  which  was  not  understood.  In 
the  Psalms,  as  translated  from  the  original  Hebrew  in  the 
Anglican  Bible,  it  is  said  more  guardedly  that  he  “ overthrew 
Pharoah  and  his  host  in  the  Red  Sea,”  with  a marginal 
variation,  “ or  shaked  off,"  which  last  is  the  correct  transla- 
tion. For  in  the  original  Hebrew  the  word  is  “«ya,  in  the 
Greek  ixTivd^avri,  in  the  Latin  excussit : “ to>  i/eruid^avrt 
‘i’apaoi  Kal  tt]v  6ueap.iv  airrov  sis  SdXaooav  tpvOpdv,’’  k.  t.  X. 
“ Et  excussit  Pharaonem  et  virtutem  ejus  in  man  rubro;” 
i.  e.  “ who  flung  off  or  dashed  back  Pharaoh  and  his  pur- 
suing force  into  or  in  or  at  (the  Hebrew  preposition  covers 
equally  the  three  senses)  the  Red  Sea ;”  “ into,”  if  one 
thinks  of  them  as  a cloud  of  hornets,  all  of  them  dashed 
back,  many  of  them  falling  into  the  sea,  and  some,  it  may 
be,  falling  on  the  bank ; “ in,”  because  the  act  of  discom- 
fiture itself  was  done  in  the  midst  of  the  sea,  not  because 
Pharaoh  personally,  or  all  his  force  to  a man,  were  over- 
thrown or  overwhelmed  by  bodily  drowning ; “at”  needs 
no  explanation.  As  for  ecclesiastical  writers,  they,  no 
doubt,  have  mostly  held  the  commoner  opinion,  which  seems 
recommended  by  a sort  of  poetical  propriety,  till  we  notice 
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that  in  other  instances  also  the  type  is  in  some  marked  fea- 
ture left  imperfect,  to  show  that  the  full  reality  is  still  to 
come.  Thus  Joseph  dreamed  that  the  sun  and  the  moon, 
and  the  eleven  stars,  meaning  his  father  and  mother,  and  his 
eleven  brethren  were  to  bow  down  to  him.  And  when  his 
eleven  brethren  and  his  father  came  into  Egypt,  he  being 
then  the  lord  of  the  land,  the  whole  might  have  seemed  to 
be  accomplished  and  terminated,  but  that  the  mother  was 
dead  long  before.  Leah  also  had  died,  and  had  been  buried 
at  Hebron  by  her  husband.  So  it  was  clear  that  Joseph 
was  only  a figure,  and  that  the  true  and  perfect  Joseph  was 
yet  to  come,  who  should  be  adored  by  his  mother,  as  well  as 
by  his  father  and  his  brethren.  So  also  there  is  another 
and  more  complete  Exodus,  in  which  all  the  hosts  of  evil, 
with  their  king,  are  to  be  overwhelmed  for  ever. 

Some  perhaps  are  not  yet  satisfied,  but  insist  on  having  a 
Pharaoh  to  bo  drowned ; and  if  they  can  find  traces  of  a king 
who  reigned  less  than  a year  between  Thothmes  III.  and 
his  son  Amenoph  II.,  or  like  to  imagine  such  a king  without 
traces,  this  idea  in  itself'  is  certainly  admissible.  The  Egyp- 
tians would  be  sure  to  suppress  the  memory  of  a reign  so  dis- 
astrous, which  might  leave  no  monuments ; and  its  imperfect 
year,  if  all  subsequent  to  Oct.  12,  B.C.  1655,  might  be  covered 
by  the  ante-dated  accession  of  his  successor.  But  the  mo- 
numents seem  to  forbid  this  supposition.  And  Thothmes 
III.  cannot  be  surrendered  to  them  without  causing  much 
greater  difficulties.  It  is  true  that  as  we  have  drawn  out  the 
chronology,  making  the  25  years  and  4 months  of  Amosis  to 
begin  from  Nov.  4,  b.c.  1748,  and  giving  Amesses  21. 9m.,  ac- 
cording to  our  present  text  of  Josephus,  Thothmes  III.  seems 
to  die  suspiciously  near  the  time  of  the  Exodus,  in  the  spring 
of  b.c.  1654.  And  the  monuments  supply  another  indication, 
approaching  still  nearer  to  a proof,  that  he  and  no  other  is 
the  king  under  whom  the  Exodus  took  place.  For  in  the 
mounds  of  Heliopolis,  one  of  the  cities  according  to  the  LXX. 
which  were  fortified  by  the  labour  of  the  Hebrews,  many 
sun-baked  bricks  bearing  the  stamp  of  Thothmes  III.  have 
been  used,  which,  on  being  broken,  show  that  they  were  made 
without  straw ; whereas  ordinarily  the  earth  of  which  these 
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bricks  are  made  is  held  together  by  a mixture  of  chopped  straw. 
It  is  impossible  not  to  see  how  this  singularity  is  accounted  for 
by  the  Scriptures.  The  demands  made  by  Moses  and  Aaron 
in  favour  of  the  Hebrews  had  led  only  to  an  aggravation  of 
their  servitude.  Straw  was  no  longer  supplied  to  them. 
They  were  required  to  get  it  for  themselves  as  they  could,  and 
yet  to  deliver  the  same  tale  of  bricks.  So  when  in  spite  of 
all  the.  threats  of  the  taskmasters  the  bricks  fell  short,  and 
their  native  officers  were  beaten,  and  they  complained  to 
Pharaoh,  instead  of  obtaining  any  redress  they  are  again 
told  by  the  tyrant  that  they  are  only  idle,  and  are  absolutely 
required  to  make  the  full  tale  of  bricks  as  before.  The  con- 
sequence, though  it  be  not  written,  is  easily  seen.  They 
would  make  with  straw  as  many  bricks  as  they  could,  and  fill 
up  the  tale  required,  when  straw  fell  short,  by  making  bricks 
without  it.  So  there  is  a strong  probability  that  the  bricks 
found  bearing  the  name  of  Thothmes  III.,  and  made  without 
straw,  were  made  at  that  particular  time.  Yet  after  all,  this 
amounts  to  no  positive  proof  that  Thothmes  III.  was  still  on 
the  throne.  If  indeed  it  had  been  several  years  after  his 
death  that  the  tyranny  was  so  aggravated,  it  would  have  been 
next  to  impossible  that  bricks  made  for  his  successor  should 
be  found  still  bearing  his  name;  but  within  a few  months  only 
after  his  death,  if  a multitude  of  600,000  men  were  forced  to 
work  against  time  in  making  bricks,  it  is  next  to  certain  that 
they  would  still  continue,  in  some  cases,  to  use  the  old  moulds 
for  a reason  similar  to  that  which  obliged  them  to  make  some 
of  the  bricks  without  straw. 

But  for  the  appearance  exhibited  by  the  lists,  as  if  Thoth- 
mes III.  died  within  a month  of  the  Passover  in  b.c.  1654, 
this  is  only  on  the  double  assumption,  shown  above  to  be 
altogether  improbable,  that  the  actunl  reign  of  Amosis,  the 
head  of  the  dynasty,  according  to  Manetho,  as  well  as  his 
reign  technically  antedated  according  to  the  Chronicle,  began 
from  Tlioth  1,  that  is,  from  Nov.  4 in  b.c.  1748,  and  that  its 
length  was  reckoned  both  by  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  and 
by  Manetho  alike  to  have  been  25  years  and  4 months  from 
this  date.  According  to  Manetho’s  own  apparent  chronology 
Thothmes  III.,  even  with  the  two  assumptions  above  inen- 
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tinned,  would  live  on  till  the  spring  of  b.c.  1653,  three  years 
after  the  Exodus,  Manetho  having  thrown  up  from  the  time 
of  anarchy  preceding  Dyn.  XXVI  to  the  head  of  his  whole 
series  of  kings  three  years,  which  depress  all  dates  below 
them,  so  that  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  would  be  thereby  de- 
pressed from  Nov.  4,  B.C.  1748,  to  b.c.  1745.  And  besides  this, 
the  preceding  Dynasty  XVII  (XV  of  Africanus)  ending  ac- 
cording to  the  mixed  lists  of  Josephus  and  Africanus,  as  pieced 
together  by  us,  with  a fraction  of  10  months,  and  the  actual 
reign  of  Amosis  following  with  its  25  years  and  4 months, 
this  latter  reign  in  technical  reckoning,  such  as  that  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, would  be  antedated  so  as  to  include  the  last  ten  months 
of  the  Shepherds;  and  all  the  dates  of  Dyn.  XVIII  would 
be  one  year  higher  than  if  the  actual  accession  of  Amosis  had 
been  at  the  new  year,  and  the  Shepherds  instead  of  259.10“ 
had  ruled  260  full  years  and  had  left  no  fraction.  So  Thoth- 
mes  III.  would  die  not  at  the  end  of  March  B C.  1654,  but  at 
the  end  of  March  b.c.  1653.  Or  if  Dyn.  XVIII  were  made 
to  begin  without  antedating  from  the  actual  end  of  Dyn. 
XVII,  two  months  before  the  new  year,  then  Thothmes  III. 
would  die  not  at  the  end  of  March,  but  at  the  end  of  January, 
in  B.C.  1 654,  two  months  too  early  for  the  Exodus. 

Thus  far  we  have  been  dealing  only  with  the  lists  of  Ma- 
netho for  Dyn.  XVIII ; for  though  it  is  idle  to  dwell  on 
figures  or  even  names  in  lists  purposely  adulterated  like 
those  of  Eusebius  and  Syncellus,  original  lists,  or  what  come 
to  us  as  if  copied  from  such,  are  to  be  taken  as  either  simply 
true,  or  at  least  as  reconcileable  with  truth.  They  must  not 
be  altered  to  suit  indications  of  other  writers,  or  even  of 
monuments ; still  less  to  introduce  new  arrangements  and 
theories  of  our  own : for  they  are  the  only  possible  frame- 
work which  all  investigators  can  agree  to  follow,  at  least 
provisionally  and  conventionally,  and  to  which  all  fresh  acces- 
sions of  knowledge  can  be  attached.  And  in  a work  like  the 
present,  aiming  only  at  a general  and  conjectural  reconstruc- 
tion of  the  written  schemes  of  the  Chronicle,  Manetho,  Era- 
tosthenes, and  Ptolemy  of  Mendes,  it  is  not  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  discuss  questions  of  detail  raised  from  the  monuments 
by  students  who,  however  acute  and  laborious,  are  far  from 
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having  obtained  as  yet  any  complete  outline  of  history  to 
substitute  for  that  of  the  lists.  Still,  as  the  monumental 
notices  of  Dyn.  XVIII  are  very  numerous,  and  its  monu- 
mental names  and  succession  may  be  paralleled  to  a great 
extent  with  those  of  the  lists,  and  as  some  facts  attested  by 
the  monuments  seem  to  set  aside  our  foregoing  reasonings 
based  on  the  lists  alone,  some  notice  of  the  monuments,  both 
for  this  and  for  the  following  dynasties,  may  be  expected 
by  the  reader,  and  shall  be  given. 

As  regards  the  reign  of  Amosis,  the  founder  of  Dyn. 
XVIII,  his  22nd  year  is  found  marked  in  the  quarries  of 
Masarah,  nearly  opposite  to  Memphis ; and  in  an  inscription 
in  the  tomb  of  an  officer  of  the  same  name,  Aalunes  Pen- 
suben,  at  El  Kab,  which  has  been  illustrated  by  Mr.  Birch 
and  M.  De  Rougt?,  a number  of  battles  or  campaigns  arc 
mentioned  as  having  occurred  during  the  war  with  the  Shep- 
herds between  the  accession  of  Amosis  and  his  sixth  year, 
when  Avaris  had  already  been  taken.  The  owner  of  the 
tomb  alluded  to  was  born  according  to  his  own  account  of 
himself  under  the  king  Raskennen ; on  the  accession  of 
Amosis  he  “ w'as  still  a child,”  that  is,  under  age  ; neverthe- 
less he  went  with  him  to  the  war  against  Avaris  (Hawar), 
seemingly  in  his  first  year.  The  place  was  not  taken,  and 
the  campaign  having  necessarily  ended  at  least  four  months 
before  the  end  of  the  Egyptian  year,  which  about  B.C.  1748 
was  at  November  4,  the  king  went  to  Memphis,  and  was 
tliere  crowned.  So  that,  although  Avaris  was  still  unre- 
duced, the  kingdom  of  Memphis,  which  had  existed  through- 
out under  native  princes  vassals  to  the  Shepherds,  was  now  al- 
ready united  to  the  kingdom  of  Upper  Egypt-  And  from  this 
coronation  it  was,  no  doubt,  that  the  author  of  the  Chronicle 
would  make  his  Dyn.  XVIII,  expressly  named  by  him 
Memphite,  commence,  just  ns  he  had  made  the  preceding 
Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Shepherds  and  their  184  years  of 
sovereignty  commence  not  from  their  first  settlement  in  the 
Delta,  but  from  their  reduction  of  Memphis,  irrespectively 
of  the  kingdom  of  Upper  Egypt,  which  continued  indepen- 
dent until  long  afterwards.  Considering  the  season  at  which 
the  new  year  then  was,  it  is  not  impossible  that  it  was 
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selected  for  the  day  of  the  coronation  in  preference  to  the 
anniversary  of  the  king’s  actual  and  first  accession  in  Upper 
Egypt  After  this  a second,  a third,  and  a fourth  battle  or 
campaign  before  Avaris  are  mentioned,  the  last  ending  in  a 
repulse;  but  the  fifth  mention  of  hostilities  ends  with  the 
capture  of  Avaris  ; and  the  sixth  is  connected  with  the  siege 
of  another  place,  Scharhana,  supposed  to  be  beyond  the 
Syrian  frontier,  and  it  is  expressly  fixed  to  the  sixth  year  of 
the  king.  After  having  conquered  the  Shepherds,  the  in- 
scription continues,  the  king  made  a campaign  in  Chcnt- 
nefer,  (that  is,  in  the  more  distant  parts  of  Nubia,  near  the 
gold  region,)  and  there  also  he  was  victorious.  “ So  he  was 
master  both  in  the  south  and  in  the  north.”  After  all  this 
there  are  still  mentioned  two  later  expeditions  into  Nubia 
under  the  same  king  Amosis,  the  latter  of  them  occasioned 
by  a revolt,  and  another  under  his  successor  Amenoph  I., 
when  Aahmes,  who  relates  his  own  exploits,  was  now  a 
general.  His  life  of  service  is  said  to  have  continued  even 
to  the  [beginning  of  the]  reign  of  Thothmes  III.,  which  by 
the  lists  would  imply  a space  of  (25.4m.  + 13  + 20.7™.  +21.9“. 
+ 1 = ) 82  years,  so  that  if  he  were  only  16  years  old  when 
he  first  accompanied  Amosis  to  war,  he  would  seem  by  the 
lists  to  have  been  at  least  98  at  his  death.  But  to  return  to 
Amosis : His  queen  (or  one  at  least,  and  the  principal  of 

his  queens,  if  there  were  two)  named  Aahmes  Nofriari  was 
honoured  and  worshipped  even  to  the  end  of  the  dynasty  in 
an  extraordinary  way,  and  above  her  husband.  She  appears 
on  many  monuments  both  with  him,  and  after  his  death  with 
his  successor,  with  the  titles  “ Royal  Daughter,  Royal 
Wife,  and  Royal  Mother,”  wearing  sometimes  the  double 
crown  or  pshent,  and  painted  not  yellow  (the  conventional 
colour  for  Egyptian  women),  nor  red  or  chocolate-coloured 
like  Egyptian  and  Nubian  men,  but  coal-black,  which  is  a 
clear  sign  of  the  Ethiopian  connection  of  this  dynasty.  For 
one  or  two  of  the  Sevekhoteps  and  Neferhoteps,  kings  whom 
we  have  placed  chiefly  in  Nubia  and  have  referred  to  Dyn. 
XIV  of  Africanus  (XVI  of  the  original  Manetho),  have 
been  found  painted  black  in  the  same  manner.  One  of  these 
may  be  seen  on  a granite  altar  in  the  museum  at  Leyden. 
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It  may  be  remarked  in  passing  that  the  Ethiopian  con- 
nection, and  in  part  origin,  of  Dyn.  XVIII  throws  light  on 
a passage  in  the  book  of  Numbers  (xii.  1),  where  it  is 
mentioned  that  Moses  had  once  “ married  an  Ethiopian 
woman ; ” for  such  a circumstance  becomes  very  intelligible 
if  he  were  bred  up  as  the  adopted  son  of  “ Pharaoh’s 
daughter,”  when  the  queen-mother  was  herself  an  Ethiopian, 
and  naturally  had  other  ladies  from  Ethiopia  about  her.  A 
Jewish  fable  in  Josephus  makes  Moses  go  himself  into  Ethi- 
opia with  the  command  of  an  army ; and  thus  far  there  is 
nothing  to  dispute  against,  since  we  know  that  in  his  earlier 
life  also  he  “ was  mighty  both  in  words  and  in  deeds ; ” and 
the  southernmost  parts  of  Ethiopia  were  still  unconquered,  or 
they  might  rebel.  But  when  it  is  added  that  as  he  was  in  the 
enemy’s  country  the  king’s  daughter  fell  in  love  with  him, 
and  purchased  his  hand  by  betraying  her  father’s  capital  to 
the  Egyptians,  such  an  account  of  his  Ethiopian  marriage 
falls  to  the  ground  before  the  much  more  probable  and  na- 
tural explanation  which  is  hinted  by  contemporary  Egyp- 
tian monuments. 

Amosis  and  the  black  queen  Aahmes  Nofriari  are  uni- 
formly followed  not  only  on  particular  contemporary  monu- 
ments, but  in  the  monumental  lists  of  Thebes  and  Abydos,  by 
Amenoph  I.,  who  was  certainly  the  son  of  Amosis,  but  can- 
not be  shown  to  have  been  succeeded  by  any  son  of  his  own. 
Between  Amosis  and  Amenoph  on  the  monuments  there  is 
no  trace  of  the  name  “ Chebron,”  nor  of  any  other  interven- 
ing king.  But  after  Amenoph  there  is  a king,  Thothmes  I., 
the  chief  element  of  whose  throne-name  “ Chej>r  ” may  pos- 
sibly be  the  source  of  the  name  “ Chebron ,”  and  who  must 
be  identified  with  the  Chebron  of  Manetho,  unless  Manetho 
be  supposed  first  to  have  interpolated  before  Amenoph  I.  a 
king  purely  fictitious,  and  then  to  have  suppressed  after  him 
a real  king  by  way  of  compensation,  which  is  not  probable. 
Of  Thothmes  I.  the  monuments  record  a campaign  in  Meso- 
potamia in  his  second  year,  and  they  give  the  name  of  his 
queen  “ Aahmes,"  who  seems  to  be  the  same  with  a sister  of 
Amenoph  1.  named  Amon-merit  and  Aahmes.  Amon-merit 
may  perhaps  be  the  source  of  the  M ep'pis,  daughter  of  IloX- 
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pavwdrjs,  head  of  the  dynasty,  and  wife  of  Xevecppffs  (Chem- 
br-es  for  Chebr-os  or  Chebr-oa),  in  the  passage  cited  above 
from  Artapanus.  And  in  the  Alexandrian  Chronicle  Xeve/3pa> v 
(Chembron  for  Chebron)  is  named  as  the  king  under  whom 
Moses  was  brought  up.  We  may  conjecture  then  that 
Thotbmes  I.,  or,  as  he  is  called  by  Manet  ho,  Chebron,  married 
the  daughter  of  Amosis,  the  sister  consequently  of  Amenoph 
I.,  named  after  her  mother  Aahmes,  and  that  he  reigned 
after  Amenoph  I.  by  her  right,  not  by  his  own  ; yet  that  he 
was  a collateral  of  the  family  of  Amosis,  and  so  her  cousin, 
the  name  “ Thoth  ” in  composition  appearing  first  with  him, 
while  the  termination  “ mes,”  equivalent  to  the  Greek  yen/!, 
and  the  Latin  genitus,  is  characteristic  of  the  whole  lineage 
of  Amosis,  properly  written  Aahmes  (Luni-genitus).  And 
if  so,  and  if  either  he  himself  or  his  chief  wife  and  queen, 
the  daughter  of  Amosis,  were  older  than  her  brother  Ame- 
noph I.,  this  might  perhaps  account  for  his  name  having  got 
before  that  of  Amenoph  1.  in  some  genealogical  list  which 
Manetho  followed.  Leaving  then  the  reigns,  apart  from  the 
names,  to  stand  for  the  present  in  the  order  of  Manetho’s  list, 
but  transposing  the  two  names  of  Chebron  or  Thothmes  I. 
and  Amenoph  I.,  as  the  monuments  require,  so  that  Ame- 
noph succeeds  Amosis  and  reigns  13  years,  and  Thothmes  I., 
succeeding  Amenoph,  reigns  20  years  and  7 months,  we 
shall  have  seemingly  in  all  (25.4”.  + 13  + 20.7”.  = ) 58  years 
and  11  months  from  the  actual  Theban  accession  of  Amosis 
to  the  end  of  the  reign  of  Thothmes  I. 

After  Thothmes  I.  and  his  queen  Aahmes,  who  is  styled 
“ Royal  Wife,  Divine  Spouse,  Lady  of  Both  Countries,  and 
Great  Royal  Sister,”  and  who  appears  also  as  regent,  and 
seems  to  have  survived  her  husband,  we  find  on  contemporary 
monuments  a queen,  whose  original  name  was  Hatasu,  but 
who  reigned  by  the  names  Chnum-t-amen  and  Ra-ma-ka. 
At  the  beginning  of  her  reign  she  is  represented  as  being 
yet  quite  a young  woman,  and  has  a consort,  Thothmes  II., 
Ra-aa-en-cheperu,  whom  some  call  her  brother,  and  who  may 
really  have  been  a cousin.  He  is  inserted  in  the  later  monu- 
mental lists  of  Abydos,  the  Ramesseum,  and  Medinet  Habou, 
Hatasu  being  omitted;  while  in  Mnnetho’s  lists  on  the  other 
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hand  Thothmes  II.  is  omitted,  and  a queen,  not  identifiable 
however  in  name  with  Hatasu,  but  named  “ Amesses,” 
appears  in  the  place  where  either  Hatasu  or  her  consort 
might  be  expected.  Associated  with  Hatasu,  besides  Thoth- 
mes II.,  there  appears  also  later  on  contemporary  monuments 
(from  which  he  has  afterwards  effaced  her  name  to  redupli- 
cate his  own)  her  younger  brother,  or  half-brother,  Thothmes 
III.,  who  is  found  both  on  separate  monuments  of  his  own, 
and  in  the  later  monumental  lists,  and  in  Manetho’s  written 
lists.  The  16th  year  of  Hatasu  or  liamaka,  having  her 
brother  Thothmes  III.  then  associated  with  her,  but  taking 
precedence  of  him,  is  marked  on  a stele  at  Wadi-Magara ; and 
the  Karnak  inscription  illustrated  by  Mr.  Birch,  connecting 
the  5th  campaign  of  Thothmes  III.  with  his  29th  year,  and 
his  10th  campaign  with  his  35th,  shows  that  liis  first  cam- 
paign was  not  later  than  his  25th  year,  nor,  probably,  earlier 
than  his  23rd,  and  so  justifies  the  inference  that  the  21  years 
and  9 months  which  precede  his  place  in  Manetho’s  lists 
really  represent  that  portion  of  his  monumental  reign  which 
preceded  his  first  campaign.  For  Manetho  in  Josephus 
gives  to  his  queen  “ Amesses  ” described  as  “ sister  ” to  the 
king  preceding  her,  that  is  to  Amenoph  I.,  a reign  of  21 
years  and  9 months  [or  21  and  lm.  according  to  the  reading 
of  Theophilus],  and  to  Thothmes  III.,  who  follows  her 
under  the  name  of  Miphres,  a reign  of  12  years  and  9 months. 
If  these  two  reigns  were  thrown  together  on  the  supposition 
that  Thothmes  III.,  when  he  came  to  reign  alone,  antedated 
his  accession,  and  reckoned  his  years  from  the  death  of  his 
father  Thothmes  I.,  they  would  give  us  for  the  whole  monu- 
mental reign  of  Thothmes  III.  a space  of  34  years  and  6 
months  [or  33  and  10m].  But  the  Karnak  inscription  marks 
a sixteenth  campaign  of  this  king,  which  cannot  have  been 
earlier  than  his  41st  year,  and  probably  was  not  so  early  : 
and  in  another  inscription,  as  it  is  said,  even  his  47th  has 
been  found ; so  as  to  justify  the  inference  that,  besides  the  21 
years  and  9 months  preceding  his  first  campaign,  13  other 
years,  following  the  12  years  and  9 months  allowed  him  by 
Manetho,  have  been  cut  off  from  the  end  of  his  reign, 
which  really  from  first  to  last  covered  a space  of  47  years 
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and  6 months  [or  46  and  10  months].  This  being  so,  the 
next  question  is  where  to  find  in  the  lists  the  13  years 
wanted  ? Have  they  been  simply  reckoned  by  Manetho  to 
the  next  reign,  so  as  still  to  stand  in  their  true  chronological 
places?  or  have  they  been  transposed  to  some  other  place 
not  their  own  ? For  the  first  supposition  the  monuments,  as 
will  appear  below,  leave  no  room.  But  if  we  cast  our  eyes 
upwards  above  the  reign  of  Thothmes  III.,  we  see  just  that 
number  of  13  years  which  we  want  joined  with  a name 
which  the  monuments  have  forced  us  to  eject  or  transpose 
from  the  place  wrhere  it  stands,  so  as  by  this  very  fact  to 
suggest  a suspicion  that  the  years  are  to  be  transposed  too, 
and  perhaps  separately.  This  suspicion  becomes  certainty 
when  we  consider  the  details  already  referred  to  of  the  life 
of  Aahmes  Pensuben,  who  having  entered  upon  service  while 
yet  only  a lad  in  the  first  year  of  Amosis,  is  recorded  to 
have  been  still  living,  and  seemingly  still  serving,  under 
Thothmes  III.,  that  is  at  least  during  the  year  of  his  first 
campaign  dated  by  himself,  we  suppose;  as  his  23rcL  But 
82  years  of  service,  which  would  thus  be  given  to  Aahmes 
if  all  the  reigns  named  by  him  are  to  be  computed  according 
to  the  lists,  are  so  improbable,  as  of  themselves  to  make  one 
doubt  whether  the  lists  are  really  to  be  so  applied.  And 
when  we  have  proof  from  other  sources  that  13  years  have 
been  suppressed  in  the  lists  a little  lower  down,  and  trans- 
ferred to  some  other  place  than  their  own,  it  is  clear  that  the 
unehronological  addition,  the  place  of  which  it  would  have 
been  our  business  to  detect,  has  shown  itself  here  of  its  own 
accord,  and  needs  not  to  be  searched  for  elsewhere.  Even 
when  the  13  years  given  in  the  lists  to  Chebron  have  been 
transposed,  so  as  to  make  the  requisite  addition  to  the  reign 
of  Thothmes  III.,  bringing  it  up  from  the  12  years  and  9 
months  of  the  lists  to  25  years  and  9 months,  Aahmes  Pen- 
suben will  still  be  scarcely  less  than  85  years  old,  and  will 
have  seen  at  least  69  years  of  service,  if  he  served  both  in 
the  first  campaign  of  Amosis  and  in  the  first  campaign  of 
Thothmes  III.  his  fourth  successor.  It  is  remarkable  that 
Aahmes  Pensuben,  though  he  mentions  serving  the  queen 
Ra  ma-ka  (i.  e.  Hatasu),  and  nursing  her  daughter  (who 
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seems  to  have  died  young),  adds  this  separately,  while  the 
series  named  before  in  connection  with  his  military  service  is 
the  same  as  that  of  the  monumental  lists : “ I served,”  he 
says,  “the  king  Ra-neb-peh  (Amosis);  I served  the  king  Ra- 
ser-ka  (Amenoph  I.);  I served  the  king  Ra-aa-cheper-ka 
(Thothmes  I.);  I served  also  the  king  Ra-aa-en-chcper 
(Thothmes  II.),”  with  other  matter  between  each  name ; and 
then  in  the  next  column,  “I  served  also  the  queen  Ra-ma-ka 
(Hatasu);  I nursed  her  daughter  the  princess  Ra-nofreon 
deceased ; ” . . . and  lastly  is  mentioned  his  still  living  and 
serving  “ the  king  Ra-men-cheper  ” (Thothmes  III.). 

We  infer  then  that  the  20  years  and  7 months  given  in 
the  lists  of  Manetho  to  Amenoph  I.  really  cover  the  two 
reigns  of  that  king  and  his  brother-in-law  Thothmes  I. ; and 
that  of  the  joint  sum  of  the  two  reigns  Amenoph  probably 
had  13  years  (since  Manetho  must  have  had  some  reason  for 
cutting  off  13  years,  rather  than  12  or  14,  from  the  reign  of 
Thothmes  III.),  and  Thothmes  I.  or  Chebron  may  have 
reigned  the  remaining  7 years  and  7 months. 

Lastly,  we  may  suppose  that  the  “ Amesses  ” of  Manetho, 
being  the  daughter  of  Amosis,  sister  of  Amenoph  I.,  wife  of 
Thothmes  I.  and  mother  of  Hatasu,  having  been  left  a widow, 
with  her  children  all  as  yet  quite  young,  continued  to  govern 
for  them  as  regent,  either  till  her  death,  or  till  the  marriage 
of  her  daughter  with  Thothmes  II.  So  the  21  years  and  9 
months  in  Manetho’s  lists  may  be  a consolidation  of  the  two 
female  regencies  of  Aahines  and  Hatasu,  mother  and  daughter, 
into  one,  the  name  of  Aahmes  prevailing  because  she  was 
originally  the  heiress,  and  the  title  of  her  daughter  (to  say 
nothing  of  her  daughter’s  consort)  was  derived  from  her. 

After  the  death  of  Thothmes  III.  the  monuments  require 
us  to  allow  with  Manetho  at  least  25  years  and  10  months  and 

9 years  and  8 months  (making  in  all  35  years  and  6 months) 
to  the  two  reigns  of  Amenoph  II.  (called  in  the  lists  of 
Manetho  Misphra-muthosis)  and  Thothmes  IV.  respectively. 

But  the  following  reign,  that  of  Amenoph  III.,  the  monu- 
ments force  us  to  extend  beyond  the  length  of  30  years  and 

10  months  given  for  it  by  5 full  years,  as  its  36th  current 
year  has  been  found  marked.  What  may  have  been  the 
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purpose  of  Manetho  in  suppressing  and  transferring  elsewhere 
the  last  years  of  a legitimate  reign  either  in  this  case,  or  in 
the  similar  case  of  Thothmes  III.,  is  hard  to  determine. 
One  may  suspect  that  it  was  done  in  order  to  obscure  the 
true  sequence  of  history  at  two  points  of  time  connected  with 
great  national  calamity  and  reproach. 

After  Amenoph  III.  two  successors  at  least,  Amon- 
anchut,  with  his  4th  year  marked,  and  the  sun-worshipping 
king  Khouen  or  Quashan  (with  a local  “ king  of  Thebes  ” 
named  Ai  in  his  suite)  are  interposed  by  the  monuments 
before  they  give  us  Horus,  the  next  name  to  Amenoph  III. 
in  Manetho’s  lists.  The  time  of  the  sun-worshippers, 
reckoned  seemingly  as  15  full  years  from  Thoth  1 to  Tlioth  1, 
exclusively  of  such  odd  months  as  no  doubt  also  belonged  to 
them,  having  been  suppressed  by  Manetho  and  prefixed  to 
Dyn.  XIX,  must  be  restored  so  as  to  come  in  after  the  death 
of  Amenoph  III.,  if,  as  is  said  to  be  the  case,  the  reign  of  the 
sun-worshipper  preceded  that  of  Amon-anchut  The  reign 
of  this  latter,  omitted  in  all  the  lists,  is  no  doubt  reckoned 
by  them  to  Horus,  from  whose  36  years  and  5 months  the  5 
years  added  by  the  monuments  to  his  father  Amenoph  HI. 
will  have  to  be  subtracted. 

After  Horus,  except  one  name,  and  that  illegible,  thought 
by  M.  Mariettc  to  be  the  Rathotis  of  the  lists,  the  monu- 
ments give  us  nothing  till  the  time  of  the  king  commonly 
known  as  Itamescs  I.,  grandfather  of  Raineses  the  Great. 
His  monumental  name  “ Ramewou,  or  Atiucs sou,”  is  pro- 
bably the  source  of  the  “ Armcsses”  or  “ Armais”  of  the  lists. 
His  successor  Seti  I.  must  be  the  Rameses  of  the  lists  on  the 
same  principle  by  which  Thothmes  I.  has  been  identified 
above  with  Chebron.  For  it  cannot  be  supposed  that  Ma- 
netho omitted  entirely  such  a king  as  Seti  I.,  one  of  the 
most  illustrious  for  his  victories  and  for  his  monumental  re- 
cords, to  substitute,  in  the  very  place  belonging  to  him,  a 
merely  fictitious  and  supernumerary  Rameses  unknown  to 
the  monuments.  But  as  Manetho  in  a fable  which  blends  Seti 
II.  and  Rameses  III.  together  with  Seti  I.  and  Rameses 
the  Great  all  into  one  person  says  of  Seti  II.  that  “ he  was 
also  named  Raineses”  (Ji,e6cos  6 /cal ' Pa/isaaijs),  so  here  in  his 
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lists  he  goes  further,  and  names  Seti  I.  simply  “ Ramesses,” 
omitting  his  more  proper  name  Sethos.  It  is  indeed  possible 
that  the  name  Rameses  was  applicable  to  all  the  kings  de- 
scendants of  Ramessou-Armesses  or  Rameses  I.,  whether 
they  took  it  in  their  cartouches  or  not.  The  title  Mi-amon 
also,  afterwards  a distinctive  surname  of  Rameses  II.,  was 
taken  occasionally  by  the  father ; and  many  circumstances 
combined  to  blend  the  reigns,  the  names,  and  even  the  per- 
sons of  the  two  kings,  father  and  son,  into  one.  Still  it 
is  certainly  strange  that  Manetho  should  here  omit  the  name 
Sethos  altogether  and  name  only  Rameses,  while  Diodorus 
and  other  later  writers,  on  the  other  hand,  omit  the  name 
Rameses,  and  merge  Rameses  the  Great  himself  in  his  father 
under  the  name  “ Scsoosis,”  which  is  only  a variation  of 
Sethos  or  Sethosis,  meant  by  them  to  represent  “ Sesostris.” 

Rameses  II.  (the  Great)  who  should  have  been  Rameses 
III.  if  his  father  were  truly  named  Rameses,  follows  next, 
with  the  innumerable  and  magnificent  monuments  of  his 
long  reign.  What  is  strange — stranger  even  than  Manetho’s 
omission  of  the  name  of  his  father  — is  that  this  great  king, 
with  his  reign  of  over  66  years,  has  dropped  out  from 
one  of  the  lists,  the  list  of  Africanus ; or  at  least  from  that 
copy  of  the  list  of  Africanus  which  Syncellus  transcribed ; 
for  in  the  list  of  Eusebius,  also  copied,  though  unfaithfully, 
from  Africanus,  he  is  found.  The  name  of  his  son  and  suc- 
cessor on  the  monuments,  Merienphtha,  being  identified  with 
the  Amenophis  of  the  lists,  concludes  the  dynasty. 

On  a general  review  we  shall  now  be  able  perhaps  to  dis- 
tinguish on  what  grounds  the  Chronicle  reckoned  to  this 
Dyn.  XVIII  fourteen  generations,  while  the  monumental 
lists  of  Thebes  and  Abydos  give  a series  of  thirteen  legitimate 
kings;  and  the  written  lists  of  Manetho  and  his  epitomists 
count  sixteen  or  seventeen  names,  while  the  actual  reigna 
of  all  kinds,  if  thrown  together,  seem  to  have  been  not  fewer 
than  twenty-two. 

(Generation  I.,  reign  i.)  Aahmes,  Ra-neb-peh , and  his  as  ( No*.  \a 
black  queen,  Aahmes  Nofriari.  In  his  1st  Theban  year  he  " c' 
warred  against  Avaris,  but  did  not  take  it.  In  the  same 
year,  when  the  season  for  war  was  over  (in  the  summer  of 
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B.C.  1747),  he  was  crowned  at  Memphis.  In  his  5th,  seem- 
ingly, he  took  Avaris  and  expelled  the  Shepherds.  In  his 
6th,  he  seems  to  have  been  still  occupied  with  the  remains 
of  the  war  with  the  Shepherds,  but  no  longer  within  the 
frontiers  of  Egypt.  After  his  6 th  year,  he  was  free  to  turn 
his  arms  southwards,  and  was  victorious  in  further  Ethiopia, 
as  he  had  been  in  the  Delta  and  on  the  Syrian  frontier.  In 
his  22nd  year  he  quarried  stone  at  Toura  for  the  temples  of 
Phtha  at  Memphis  and  of  Ammon  at  Thebes.  This  is  his 
latest  date  as  yet  found. 

As  his  Memphite  accession,  and  with  it  the  commence- 
ment of  Dyn.  XVIII  is  put  by  the  Chronicle  at  Thoth  1, 
= Nov.  4th  of  the  anticipated  and  uncorrected  Julian  year 
b.c.  1748,  and  as  so  put  is  no  doubt  antedated  (unless,  in- 
deed, the  coronation  was  deferred  for  five  months  or  more 
after  the  campaign,  and  then  celebrated  on  the  very  day  of 
the  new  year),  it  follows  that  the  actual  coronation  and 
accession  of  Amosis  at  Memphis  must  have  been  in  b.c. 
1747,  some  short  time  after  the  season  for  war  was  over,  and 
when  the  water  season  was  approaching  or  had  commenced. 
So  if  we  calculate  that  it  was  probably  not  much  more  than 
five  months,  nor  much  less  than  three,  before  the  end  of  the 
Egyptian  year,  and  take  four  months  as  a mean,  we  may 
assume  that  the  coronation  was  on  or  about  July  2,  B.c. 
1747,  and  that  the  actual  Theban  accession  of  Amosis  had 
been  one  year,  more  or  less,  but  necessarily,  and  at  the  least, 
eight  months  earlier.  As  for  the  25  years  and  4 months 
given  him  by  Manctho,  Manetho’s  own  method  requires 
that  they  should  date  from  some  actual  accession,  whether 
Theban  or  Memphite ; and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  they 
date,  in  fact,  historically  and  chronologically  from  his  first 
actual  accession  at  Thebes,  while  the  later  Memphite  accession 
(technically  antedated  from  Thoth  1 preceding)  is  certainly 
the  epoch  of  the  Chronicle.  Manetho,  no  doubt,  presents 
the  542  years  of  his  Dynasties  XVIII  and  XIX  as  parallel 
to  the  same  542  years  of  the  same  dynasties  in  the  Chro- 
nicle, and  as  consequently  coinciding  for  their  commence- 
ment in  Thoth  1=  Nov.  4,  b.c.  1748.  But  he  himself  is 
at  no  pains  to  make  this  parallelism  more  than  apparent, 
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having  in  hie  series  above  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  three 
years  (in  our  patched  reconstruction  two  years  and  ten 
months)  thrown  up  from  times  far  below,  so  that  the  first 
year  of  Dyn.  XVIII  and  all  the  rest  are  really  depressed 
by  three  places  below  the  points  of  coincidence  required  for 
them  as  they  are  paralleled  with  the  years  of  Dynasties 
XVIII  and  XIX  of  the  Chronicle.  Nor  is  this  enough, 
but  Manetho  adds  to  these  two  inconsistent  reckonings  a 
third  equally  inconsistent  with  them  both,  when  he  says 
expressly  that  the  25  years  and  4 months  of  Amosis  are  all 
to  be  reckoned  to  him  from  “ after  the  expulsion  ” of  the 
Shepherds,  i.e.  from  after  the  capture  of  Avaris,  which  we 
now  know  from  the  monuments  to  have  been  in  his  fifth 
year,  and  certainly  not  on  Thoth  1,  in  B.c.  1748,  nor  on 
Thoth  1 at  all.  But  without  considering  that  apparent 
chronology  of  Manetho  which  is  freely  disregarded  by  him- 
self, having  put  the  Memphite  accession  of  Amosis  at  July 
2,  b.c.  1747,  and  the  Theban  a year  earlier,  we  have  only 
24  years  and  4 months  to  reckon  to  his  actual  reign,  as  in- 
cluded within  the  limits  of  Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle, 
or  25  full  years  to  his  technical  reign  as  antedated  from 
Thoth  1 = Nov.  4 in  the  autumn  preceding.  Thus  the 
Memphite  reign,  as  antedated  by  the  Chronicle,  differs  from 
the  actual  Theban  reign  of  Manetho  by  4 months,  which  hav- 
ing been  depressed  by  Manetho  so  as  to  begin  within  Dyn. 

XVIII  of  the  Chronicle,  and  having  been  by  us  ejected, 
will  leave  a void  below  at  some  point  or  other,  where  Ma- 
netho must  have  suppressed  four  months  really  belonging 
to  the  dynasty.  W e reckon,  then,  4 months  of  the  reign  of 
Amosis  as  already  past  at  the  commencement  of  Dynasty 
XVIII ; and  then  the  remaining  25  full  years  common  to 
Manetho  and  the  Chronicle  will  begin,  according  to  the 
chronology  of  the  Chronicle,  from  Thoth  l=Nov.  4,  B.  c. 

1748,  and  will  end  Oct.  29,  b.c.  1723. 

(Generation  II.  reign  ii.)  Amenlwtep  /.,  Ra-sor-ka.  His  j)3c.°l<'-'2.12°-rl 
queen  is  named  Aah-hotep,  though  some  think  Aah-hotep  B c- 
was  a wife  of  Amosis.  The  1st  year  only  of  Amenoph  I. 
has  been  found.  If  he  reigned  13  years,  his  actual  reign 
would  be  coincident,  or  very  nearly,  with  his  reign  as 


i 


Digitized  by  Google 


208 


EGYPTIAN  CHRONICLES. 


technically  reckoned  from  Thoth  1 = Oct.  29,  b.  c.  1723,  to 
Thoth  l=Oct.  25,  B.c.  1710,  when  Moses  would  be  in  his 
25th  year. 

7.  (Generation  II.  reign  iii.)  Thothmes  I.,  Ra-aa-cheper-ka, 

nos  *4'  “ c'  consort  and  probably  cousin  of  Aahmes  Merit-amon,  sister  of 
Amenoph  I.  and  daughter  of  Amosis,  the  Aniesscs  of  Ma- 
netho,  who  seems  to  have  reigned  on  after  the  death  of  her 
husband  till  her  daughter  Hatasu  was  of  age  and  married. 
She,  if  any  one,  of  the  princesses  known  to  us  from  the 
monuments,  should  be  that  “ daughter  of  Pharaoh  ” who 
took  up  Moses  from  the  water,  and  educated  him  as  her  own 
son.  Probably  what  is  asserted  of  her  is  true,  that  she  had 
no  other  son  really  her  own.  If  her  consort  Thothmes  L 
(whose  2nd  year  only  has  been  found  on  the  monuments) 
reigned  in  all  7 years  and  7 months,  his  7 years,  as  techni- 
cally reckoned,  would  lie  between  Oct.  26,  b.c.  1710,  and 
Oct.  24,  b.c.  1703,  his  death  being  7 months  later.  May  22, 
B.c.  1702.  At  this  time  Moses  was  32  years  of  age;  and 
since  he  declined  to  become  the  son  of  Pharaoh’s  daughter, 
and  “ preferred  the  reproach  of  Christ  to  the  riches  and 
pleasures  of  Egypt,”  we  may  infer  that  they  were  once 
within  his  reach,  and  that  it  would  have  suited  the  policy  as 
well  as  inclination  of  his  adoptive  mother  to  marry  her 
daughter  Hatasu,  as  soon  as  she  was  of  age,  to  him  rather 
than  to  some  collateral,  who  might  use  the  rank  of  king- 
consort  only  for  the  aggrandisement  of  his  own  branch.  After 
the  death  of  Thothmes  I.  one  may  suppose  it  was,  and  during 
the  regency  of  Amesses,  included  probably  under  the  next 
reign  of  Manetho,  that  Moses  had  the  fullest  opportunity  of 
showing  himself  “ mighty  both  in  words  and  in  deeds,” 
and  worthy  of  that  rank  to  which  the  queen-mother  would 
have  raised  him.  And  after  he  had  declined  to  become,  in  the 
strictest  sense,  “ the  son  of  Pharaoh’s  daughter,  he  was 
married  so  as  to  be  free  to  acknowledge  his  true  kindred, 
and  yet  to  such  a wife  as  showed  a connection  with  the 
court.  And  his  position,  even  after  the  marriage  of  the 
princess  Hatasu,  under  her  consort  Thothmes  II.  was  still 
such,  that  he  thought  the  Hebrews,  his  brethren,  “ would 
understand  how  that  by  his  arm  God  would  deliver  them,” 
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so  soon  as  he  stood  up  in  their  behalf  and  showed  himself 
ready  to  represent  them.  “ But  they  understood  not.” 

(Generation  in,  reign  of  Manetho  iv,  not  in  the  nionu-  ». 
mental  lists.)  Under  the  name  Amesses  ( Aahmes  of  the  itoj, 
monuments)  Manetho  seems  to  have  included  both  the 
regency  of  Aahmes,  and  the  longer  reign  of  her  daughter 
Hatasu,  named  as  queen  Chnum-t-amen,  Ra-maka,  which 
again  includes  that  of  her  consort  Thothmes  II.,  Ra-aa-en- 
eheper  (reign  iv  of  the  monumental  lists,  omitted  by  Ma- 
netho). llatasu  seems  to  have  reigned  not  only  as  regent 
and  guardian  of  Thothmes  III.  (probably  only  her  half- 
brother),  but  also  by  her  mother’s  right  and  her  own.  How 
long  precisely  her  mother  Amesses  was  regent,  and  whether 
llatasu  with  Thothmes  II.  reigned  from  her  mother's  death, 
or  rather  from  the  time  of  her  own  marriage,  while  Amesses 
was  still  living,  is  uncertain.  Only  it  would  seem  that  the 
regency  of  Amesses  can  scarcely  have  lasted  more  than  six 
years,  whether  it  be  covered  by  the  7 years  and  7 months  of 
Thothmes  I.,  or  by  the  21  years  and  9 months  of  the 
Amesses  of  the  lists.  For  the  2nd  year  of  Thothmes  I. 
and  the  16th  year  of  Hatasu  have  been  found.  And  so, 
even  if  Hatasu  reigned  only  16  years  current  in  all,  which  is 
the  minimum  possible,  there  would  be  but  6 years  current 
preceding  them  at  the  head  of  Manetho’s  21  years  and  9 
months  for  the  regency  of  her  mother.  The  whole  joint 
reign  as  reckoned  technically  would  have  22  years,  from 
Oct.  24  B.C.  1703  to  Oct.  18  b.c.  1681,  and  would  leave  a 
fraction  of  4 months  over  ending  Feb.  15  b.c.  1680.  With- 
in this  space  the  marriage  and  the  joint  accession  of  Hatasu 
and  her  consort  Thothmes  II.  cannot  well  be  placed  later 
than  Thoth  l = Oct.  22,  B.C.  1697.  In  the  3rd  year  after 
this  it  was,  in  B.C.  1694,  that  the  king,  who  should  be 
Thothmes  II.  the  consort  of  Hatasu,  “sought  to  slay  Moses,” 
and  Moses  fled  from  Egypt.  It  seems  to  be  hinted  by  what 
was  said  to  Moses  nearly  40  years  later,  upon  the  death  of 
Thothmes  III.,  viz.  that  “ all  the  men  ” in  the  plural,  who 
had  sought  his  life,  were  then  dead,  that  Thothmes  III., 
though  no  doubt  only  a boy,  was  already  on  the  throne  in 
B.c.  1694,  that  is,  in  the  9th  year  after  the  death  of  his 
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father,  when  there  were  only  13  years  more  and  some 
months  of  the  actual  reign  of  his  sister  Hatasu  still  to  conic. 
So  this  date  would  be  in  her  3rd  year,  if  she  reigned  only 
the  16  years  current  which  are  required  by  the  inscription 
of  her  16th,  and  which  in  that  case  may  have  begun  from 
Oct.  20,  B.C.  1697,  after  her  mother’s  actual  regency  had 
lasted  5 years  and  5 months,  reckoned  technically  as  6 years, 
from  the  death  of  Thothmes  I.  But  the  reign  of  Hatasu 
may  very  possibly  have  had  more  than  this  length  of  15 
years  and  4 months ; and  she  may  have  associated  her  half- 
brother  Thothmes  III.  with  herself  from  the  first;  or  even 
it  may  be  that  the  regency  during  her  own  minority  was  ad- 
ministered by  the  queen-mother  Amesses  in  their  joiut 
names.  But  these  points  are  at  present  only  matters  of  con- 
jecture. Thus  much  however  appears,  that  the  consort  of 
Hatasu,  Thothmes  II.,  was  still  living  in  B.c.  1694  when 
Moses  fled  from  Egypt  (since  there  was  then  a Pharaoh  who 
sought  to  slay  him);  and  consequently  it  is  not  open  to 
suppose  that  it  was  only  upon  his  death  that  she  strengthened 
herself  by  associating  in  the  throne  her  half-brother  Thoth- 
mes III.,  not  yet  old  enough  to  be  any  cause  of  jealousy. 

(Generation  ill,  reign  of  Manetho  v,  of  the  monumental 
on  f» "c".  list8  Y.)  Thothmes  III.,  Ra-men-cheper  (who  in  some  of 
i&S:  the  numerous  variants  of  his  name  has  the  title  Mi\_-ph]-ra). 
He  appears  with  his  sister  the  queen  Hatasu  or  Ita-ma-ka, 
but  as  subordinate  to  her,  at  Wadi  Magara  in  an  inscrip- 
tion of  her  16th  year.  His  own  second  year  as  reigning  alone 
is  marked  at  Assouan ; but  generally  his  years  are  antedated 
from  the  death  of  his  father ; and  so  his  5th  campaign  is 
connected  in  the  great  inscription  from  Karnak  with  his  29th 
year,  his  6th  with  his  30th,  and  his  10th  w'ith  his  35th  year. 
His  16th  campaign  is  named,  though  its  date  is  wanting.  In 
his  42nd  year  he  erected  a sitting  statue  still  preserved  to 
“ his  brother”  (that  is,  the  consort  of  his  sister,  and  probably 
his  cousin),  Thothmes  II. ; and  elsewhere  even  his  47th  year 
is  said  to  be  found.  His  conquests  extended  as  far  as  “Nine- 
veh’’and  the  banks  of  the  Tigris;  and  the  list  of  the  tributes 
paid  to  him  from  conquered  countries  has  been  in  part  pre- 
served by  sculptures  on  his  additions  to  the  great  temple  of 
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Karnak.  Under  him  the  oppression  of  the  Hebrews  reached 
its  highest  point;  and  from  his  death  it  is  that  the  narrative 
of  the  Exodus  begins.  But  if  the  death  of  his  father  Thothmes 
I.  be  conjecturaliy  fixed  to  May  22,  b.c.  1702,  when  he  was  a 
boy  perhaps  5 years  old,  his  own  death,  if  placed  47  years 
and  6 months  later,  will  be  at  Nov.  11,  B.c.  1655,  5 months 
or  thereabouts  before  the  Exodus.  But  if  in  point  of  fact 
the  Theban  accession  of  Amosis  should  have  been  somewhat 
earlier  than  we  have  estimated,  or  if  the  variant  given  by 
Theophilus  of  Antioch  of  2 1 years  and  1 month  instead  of  9 
months  for  the  reign  of  Amcsses  should  be  more  than  a 
mere  error,  the  death  of  Thothmes  would  be  proportionably 
earlier,  though  by  another  and  separate  line  of  reasoning  it 
may  be  concluded  that  it  did  not  precede  the  Exodus  by  so 
much  as  a full  year.  The  reign  would  be  reckoned  techni- 
cally by  the  Chronicle  at  48  years  from  Oct  24,  b.c,  1703, 
to  Oct  12,  b.c.  1655. 

(Generation  iv,  reign  of  Manetho  vi,  of  the  monumental  *'• 
lists  vi.)  Amenliotep  II.,  Ila-aa-cheperu,  son  of  Thothmes  J**j  s>  “ °- 
III.  If  his  actual  accession  be  rightly  put  at  Nov.  11,  b.c. 

1655,  then  as  technically  antedated  his  reign  would  be 
reckoned  from  Oct  12  preceding  in  the  same  year,  and  the 
Exodus  would  seem  to  be  later  in  his  first  year  by  one  month 
than  it  was  in  truth.  His  3rd  year  only  is  marked,  in  a 
temple  founded  by  him  at  Amada  in  Nubia. 

(Generation  v,  reign  of  Manetho  vii,  and  of  the  monu-  to.  oh.  j, 

. ...  . rT_  , _ n c.  lfiJO.  to 

mental  lists  vn.)  Ihotnmes  IK,  Ka-men-chcperu , son  of  3,  b.c. 
Amenoph  II.  His  4th  year  is  marked  at  Sarabeit  el  Kha- 
deem,  and  his  7th  on  the  great  obelisk  of  Thothmes  III. 
now  standing  at  St.  John  Latoran’s  at  Rome ; it  is  men- 
tioned also  that  this  same  obelisk  remained  in  the  hands  of 
the  workmen  35  years,  from  the  death  of  Thothmes  III.  to 
some  date  not  given  in  the  reign  of  Thothmes  IV.  But 
according  to  the  reckoning  of  the  lists  (which  this  inscription 
justifies)  Amenoph  II.  should  reign  25  years  and  10  months 
from  Nov.  1 1,  B.  C.  1655,  to  Aug.  31,  B.  C.  1629  ; and  Thoth- 
mes  IV.  9 years  and  8 months  from  Aug.  31,  b.c.  1629, 
to  May  1,  B.C.  1619.  The  two  reigns  make  together  only 
35  years  and  6 months.  So  the  inscription  on  the  obelisk 
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Vi.  Oct.  3, 
B.  c.  1620,  to 
Sept.  24,  B.c. 
liM. 


5.  Se|4.  20, 
II.C.  I .Vi*.  to 
S»  |H.  19,  IJ.C. 

IM? 


would  seem  to  have  been  dated  within  6 months  before  the 
death  of  Thothmes  IV.  But  in  technical  reckoning 
Araenoph  II.  will  have  25  years  from  Oct  12,  B.C.  1655, 
to  Oct.  5,  B.C.  1630;  and  Thothmes  IV.  will  have  10  years 
from  Oct.  5,  B.C.  1630,  to  Oct.  3,  b.c.  1620;  leaving  7 
months  to  be  reckoned  to  his  successor. 

(Generation  vi,  reign  of  Manctho  viii,  of  the  monumental 
lists  viii.)  Amen-hotep  III.,  Iia-neb-ma,  son  of  Thothmes  IV. 
by  a queen,  Maut  em  shoi,  whom  some  suppose  to  have  been 
of  Asiatic  origin  ; and  they  would  account  from  hence  for  a 
certain  peculiarity  of  features  which  appears  in  Amenoph 
III.  and  his  successors  down  to  Horus  inclusively.  That 
Taia,  the  queen  of  Amenoph  himself,  was  of  Asiatic  origin 
is  less  doubtful,  as  she  appears  with  him  on  a scar  aba;  us  of 
his  11th  year  worshipping  the  sun’s  disk,  a devotion  not  in- 
digenous in  Egypt ; and  she  is  specially  honoured  on  the 
monuments  of  the  sun-worshippers  who  after  the  death  of 
Amenoph  ruled  Egypt;  so  that  one  may  collect  that  they  were 
Egyptians  only  by  half-blood,  if  at  all,  and  that  it  was 
through  Taia  that  they  claimed  the  crown.  That  some  un- 
popularity attached  to  his  memory  afterwards  (unless  indeed 
Egypt  was  violently  over-run,  as  Manctho  says  it  was,  by 
foreign  enemies),  is  rendered  probable  by  the  fact,  that  his 
tomb  has  been  most  carefully  defaced  ; and  that  his  temple- 
palace,  to  the  approaches  of  which  the  colossus  called 
Memnon  and  its  fellow  belonged,  has  been  completely  de- 
stroyed. His  36tb  year  being  marked  on  the  monuments,  we 
must  suppose  him  to  have  reigned  35  years  and  10  months  at 
least,  instead  of  the  30  and  10  months  of  the  lists ; and  his 
reign  may  be  placed  conjecturally  between  May  1,  B.  C. 
1619,  and  Feb.  20,  b.c.  1583,  6 years  after  the  death  of 
Joshua.  But  in  technical  reckoning  he  will  have  36  years, 
reaching  from  Oct.  3,  B.  C.  1620,  to  Sept.  24,  b.  C.  1584,  and 
he  will  leave  5 months  to  be  reckoned  to  his  successor. 

(Generation  vii,  not  in  Manetho,  nor  in  the  monumen- 
tal lists.)  Amon-anchut,  Ra  neb-cheperu,  said  to  have  been  a 
son  of  Amenoph  1 1 1.  who  certainly  reigned  before  Horus ; and 
as  he  is  omitted  by  Manctho,  while  Horus  another  son  of 
Amenoph  III.,  with  a long  reign,  is  made  to  follow  imme- 
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diately  after  his  father,  we  may  infer  that  the  years  of  Ainon- 
anchut  (whose  4th  current  year  is  found)  are  included  within 
the  reign  of  Horus  in  the  lists.  The  fact,  however,  that  the 
foreign  dependencies  of  Egypt  and  their  tributes  continued 
unchanged  during  his  reign  looks  rather  as  if  he  came  before 
the  sun-worshippers. 

(Generation  vii,  not  in  Mnnetho,  nor  in  the  monumcn-  ig.  srpew. 
tal  lists.)  The  sun-worshipping  king  Quash-an  [/?«]•  at hin,  sire.  *1,  i.c. 
whether  he  followed,  or  as  is  more  commonly  thought  pre- 
ceded Amon-anchut,  certainly  had  a reign  of  some  length, 
as  the  sculptured  tombs  at  Tel-el-Amarna  attest ; and  not 
only  his  6th  and  8th  year  but  his  12th  is  said  to  have  been 
found.  Lcpsius  asserts  that  he  also  was  a son  of  Amenoph 

III. ;  and,  if  so,  no  doubt  his  mother  was  Taia,  whose  pecu- 
liar worship  of  the  sun’s  disk  he  undertook  to  establish  in 
Egypt,  while  he  defaced  the  effigies  of  the  god  Ammon  and 
the  names  in  which  Ammon  entered  into  composition.  It  is 
said  that  he  had  himself  taken  at  first  the  names  “ Amenlwtep 

IV. ,  Ra-nefer-chepcru ,”  and  that  afterwards  he  defaced  his 
own  scutcheons,  and  cut  in  over  one  of  them  a new  name, 
viz.,  Chouen-Atin  or  Choum-Atin-ra.  Hut  if  we  take  the 
narrative  of  Manetho  only  for  our  guide  (and  there  is  little 
doubt  that  under  his  impious  Ilierosolymite  Shepherds  the 
sun-worshippers  who  ruled  Egypt  after  Amenoph  III.  nre 
meant),  we  shall  rather  conjecture  that  Quashan  was  an 
Asiatic  of  the  same  country  and  religion  and  kindred  with 
Taia,  than  that  he  was  her  son  by  Amenoph  III.  (though  it  is 
true  that  he  honours  Amenoph  III.,  and  even  Thothmes  I V., 
on  his  monuments  as  well  as  Taia).  And  if  he  were  also  the 
son  of  an  Egyptian  princess,  or  had  married  a daughter  of 
Amenoph  III.  and  Taia,  he  may  have  set  up  a claim  to  the 
throne  of  Egypt  on  the  death  of  his  father-in-law,  and  may 
have  enforced  it  by  a successful  invasion.  Manetho  himself 
suggests  the  idea  that  the  invaders  had  a party  in  Egypt 
with  which  they  were  not  unconnected  by  blood.  Other  in- 
dications, besides  those  that  have  been  already  mentioned, 
look  the  same  way.  A local  king  of  Thebes  named  Ai,  with 
the  throne  name  Iia-chcper-chepcru-iri-ma,  whose  tomb  has 
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been  most  completely  defaced  at  some  time  after  bis  death, 
appears  in  the  suite  of  Quashan  as  his  subordinate;  and 
while  the  other  foreign  dependencies  of  Egypt  and  their  tri- 
butes remain  in  his  time  unaltered,  Mesopotamia,  as  it  is  said, 
is  not  named  in  the  list  as  a tributary  country,  but  Egypt 
itself  is.  If  we  take  instead  of  13  years  given  in  Manetho’s 
narrative  to  the  impious  Asiatics  the  15  full  years  reckoned 
from  Thoth  1 to  Thoth  1 , prefixed  by  him  to  the  head  of  bis 
Dyn.  XIX,  and  reinsert  them  in  their  proper  place,  so  as  to 
follow  after  the  death  of  Amenoph  III.  (unless  Amon-ancbut 
can  be  shown  to  come  first),  it  will  be  necessary  either  to  destroy 
of  ourselves  that  character  of  full  years  which  Manetho  has 
given  them,  or  to  add  to  them  such  odd  months  as  are  wanting 
to  fill  the  interval  between  the  death  of  Amenoph  III.,  Feb. 
20,  B.C.  1583,  and  Thoth  1,  that  is,  Sept.  24,  next  following. 
Thus  we  shall  have  to  add  7 months,  3 months  more  than 
the  compensation  wc  wanted  to  find  room  for ; this  excess 
showing  perhaps  that  the  Theban  reign  of  Amosis  began 
really  not  4 but  7 months  earlier  than  Nov.  4,  B.  C.  1748,  or 
else  giving  us  a fraction  of  3 months  overrunning  (as  was 
to  be  expected)  the  end  of  the  dynasty,  and  covered  in  the 
Chronicle  by  the  first  year  of  Dyn.  XIX  as  technically  an- 
tedated. For  convenience  sake  we  shall  proceed  as  if  the 
latter  were  the  case.  Thus  the  actual  reign  of  the  sun- 
worshippers,  having  15  full  years  and  7 months,  will  begin 
from  Feb.  20,  B.C.  1583  (nearly  6 years  after  the  death  ot 
Joshua),  and  will  end  nearly  with  the  Egyptian  year  at  Sept. 
20,  B.c.  15G8  (in  the  4th  year  after  the  commencement  of 
Othniel’s  judgeship).  But  in  technical  reckoning  they  will 
have  16  years,  from  Sept.  24,  B.  C.  1584,  to  Sept.  20,  B.C. 
1568.  It  is  plainly  unlikely  that  the  actual  reign  of  the 
sun-worshipping  king,  suppressed  by  Manetho,  should  have 
lasted  just  15  years  to  a day,  and  doubly  so  that  it  should 
have  begun  and  ended  with  the  Egyptian  year;  just  as  it 
was  unlikely  that  the  apparent  parallelism  of  the  sum  of 
Manetho’s  actual  reigns  for  his  Dynasties  XVIII  andXlX 
with  that  of  XVIII  and  XIX  of  the  Chronicle  should  be 
true  and  chronological.  But  there  is  no  great  improbability 
in  supposing  an  actual  reign,  like  that  of  Ilorus,  following 
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after  times  of  servitude  or  usurpation,  to  have  been  dated 
originally  from  the  new  year. 

This  is  the  place  for  noticing  another  method  which  might 
have  been  pursued.  If,  for  instance,  after  showing  that 
Manetho’s  two  Dynasties  XVIII  and  XIX  of  actual  reigns 
could  not  well  lie  concurrently  with  Dynasties  XVIII  and 
XIX  of  the  Chronicle  between  Thoth  1,  n.c.  1748,  and 
Thoth  1,  b.c.  1206, — and  further  that  the  actual  reign  of 
Amosis  was  probably  reckoned  by  Manetho  from  an  earlier 
and  the  technical  reign  of  the  same  king  by  the  Chronicle 
from  a later  accession,  we  had  abstained  from  attempting  to 
estimate  the  precise  number  of  months  by  which  his  corona- 
tion at  Memphis  was  later  than  Thoth  1 in  b.c.  1748,  and 
had  drawn  out  the  chronology  of  the  dynasty  at  first  ten- 
tatively upon  Manetho’s  own  suggestion,  at  if  its  years 
were  coincident  with  those  of  the  Chronicle,  though  that 
might  in  fact  be  untrue,  reckoning  upon  this  principle  wo 
should  have  made  the  reign  of  Amenoph  III.  end  not  at 
Feb.  20,  B.C.  1583,  but  4 months  later,  that  is  at  June  20 
in  the  same  year.  We  should  then  have  had  to  place  the  15 
years  prefixed  by  Manetho  to  his  Dyn.  XIX ; and  as  these 
in  his  series  are  full  years  coincident  with  as  many  of  the 
Chronicle,  running  from  Thoth  1 to  Thoth  1,  they  could 
not  have  joined  on  to  the  preceding  reigns  at  June  20  in 
B.c.  1583,  but  would  have  required  3 mouths  to  be  prefixed 
to  them  ; and  tliis  done,  they  would  be  technically  antedated 
from  Thoth  1 preceding  the  death  of  Amenoph,  and  would 
count  for  the  Chronicle  as  16  full  years.  Again,  after  the 
end  of  the  15  full  years,  i.  e.  after  Thoth  l = Sept.  23,  b.c. 
1568,  instead  of  reaching  only  to  the  accession  of  Ilorus, 
calculated  upwards  from  the  end  of  the  dynasty,  viz.,  from 
Thoth  lz=Aug.  9,  B.C.  1400  (for  from  Aug.  9,  B.C.  1400, 
168  years  and  3 months  take  us  up  to  June  20,  B.C.  1568), 
we  should  have  overrun  his  accession  by  3 months.  To 
avoid  this  we  must  either  have  displaced  and  thrust  down 
everything  below  to  the  extent  of  3 months,  while  we  kept 
all  above  unchanged,  or  we  must  have  made  a second  addi- 
tion to  the  15  full  years  of  the  sun-worshippers  by  suffixing 
to  them  9 more  odd  months.  Thus  only  could  they  both 
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retain  their  original  character  of  full  years  lying  between 
Thoth  1 and  Thoth  1,  and  also  coalesce  with  the  179 
years  and  9 months  of  the  dynasty  above,  and  the  168  years 
and  3 months  below,  without  unequally  disturbing  the  rela- 
tive position  of  any  years  or  months  on  either  side.  But  the 
result  of  the  whole  process  (besides  that  the  sun-worshippers 
instead  of  15  years  would  have  16,  which  is  not  improbable) 
would  be  this,  that  we  should  have  for  the  whole  dynasty 
not  348  but  349  years,  lying  still  with  the  same  impro- 
bability as  before  between  Thoth  1 and  Thoth  1,  but  also 
(which  is  an  impossibility)  lying  chronologically  within 
Thoth  1 = Nov.  4,  B.C.  1748,  and  Thoth  1 = Aug.  9,  B.C. 
1400.  Those  two  fractions  then  which  we  have  supposed  to 
be  inserted  in  the  middle  at  Manetlio’s  own  suggestion,  would 
force  out  each  of  them  a fraction  equal  to  itself  one  at  cither 
end ; and  we  should  have  3 months  forced  up  and  projecting 
above  the  chronological  head  of  the  dynasty,  and  9 months 
forced  down  and  overrunning  below  its  chronological  end. 
The  consequence  would  be  that  all  the  dates  above  Tlioth  1 
= Sept.  24  in  B.C.  1 583  would  be  one  Egyptian  month  later 
than  we  have  now  fixed  them ; the  death  of  Thothmes  III., 
for  instance,  would  be  at  Dec.  11,  instead  of  Nov.  11  in  B.c. 
1565,  only  4 months  perhaps  instead  of  5 before  the  Exodus 
(though  an  interval  of  5 months  was  not  at  all  too  much), 
but  all  dates  below  the  accession  of  Horus  (which  would  be 
at  March  19,  B.C.  1567)  would  be  9 months  lower  than  we 
shall  have  to  place  them  according  to  our  own  calculation  of 
the  probable  date  of  the  coronation  of  Amosis  at  Memphis. 
But  it  is  time  to  return  from  this  digression. 

*i.  sept.  so.  (Generation  vn,  reign  of  Manetho  ix,  and  of  the  monu- 

B.c.  I MW,  to  ' ..  ° 

»c.  mental  lists  ix.)  I/or-em-hebi,  Meri-amon,  Ba-tseser-cheperu, 
Sotep-en-ra,  son  of  Amenoph  III.  The  remains  of  his  pylon 
at  Karnak  described  by  M.  Prisse  are  important  as  proving 
that  his  actual  reign  was  later  both  than  that  of  the  sun- 
worshipping king  Quashan,  and  than  that  of  Amon-anchut, 
blocks  from  buildings  erected  by  them  with  their  sculptures 
and  cartouches  turned  inwards  having  been  used  as  materials 
in  its  walls.  In  like  manner  the  fact  that  the  sun-worshipper 
Quashan  has  appropriated  in  some  cases  the  cartouches  of 
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Amenoph  III.  demonstrates  him  to  have  been  later  than  that 
king.  Amon-anchut  being  omitted  by  Manetho  and  also  by 
the  monumental  lists,  and  Horus  being  made  to  follow  im- 
mediately after  his  father  Amenoph  III.,  there  is  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  the  38  years  and  5 months  given  to  Horus  in 
the  lists  are  antedated  so  as  to  cover  the  whole  reign  of 
Amon-anchut,  if  Amon-anchut  was  his  immediate  pre- 
decessor, whether  it  had  only  the  4 years  current  required 
by  the  date  found  or  any  longer  continuance.  That  his  no- 
minal reign  in  the  lists  includes  also  the  15  years  and  7 
months  of  the  sun-worshippers  and  the  last  5 years  cutoff  from 
the  life  of  Amenoph  III.,  is  an  idea  in  itself  by  no  means  inad- 
missible. It  is  certainly  presented  by  Manetho  as  doing  so, 
and  the  monuments  oppose  no  difficulty,  as  no  date  beyond 
his  9th  year  has  been  found  ; and  even  after  deducting  (5  + 
16  + 4 = ) 25  years,  there  would  still  remain  10  years  and  5 
months  for  his  actual  reign.  But  whatever  may  be  the  truth 
historically,  since  Manetho’s  lists  give  no  more  years  than 
the  precise  number  required  for  the  chronology  of  the 
dynasty,  we  cannot  afford  to  suppress  any  years  of  the  lists, 
but  must  reckon  them  all  as  chronological  until  they  are 
actually  displaced  by  others  recorded  on  the  monuments  but 
omitted  by  Manetho,  and  requiring  to  be  reinserted.  So  the 
5 years  cut  off  from  Amenoph  III.,  having  been  discovered 
by  help  of  the  monuments,  necessarily  displace  5 years  from 
some  place  or  other  in  the  lists ; and  at  no  place  can  the 
compensating  suppression  be  made  with  more  probability 
than  at  the  end  of  the  nominal  reign  of  Horus.  But  this 
reign  cannot  be  supposed  to  be  antedated  so  as  to  include  at 
its  head  the  last  5 years  of  the  life  of  Amenoph  III.  (together 
with  the  16  following  years  reckoned  technically  to  the  sun- 
worshippers)  until  we  have  at  first  ascertained  the  existence 
of  a suppression  of  1 5 years  and  7 months  elsewhere.  Mean- 
time the  idea  that  the  nominal  reign  of  Horus  may  really  in- 
clude in  part  at  least  the  time  of  the  sun-wforshippers  (whom 
Amon-ancliut  may  possibly  have  preceded)  is  favoured  by 
a recent  discovery  in  the  Serapeum  at  Memphis;  an  Apis- 
tomb,  connected  by  an  inscription  with  the  name  of  Horus, 
having  been  found,  in  which,  instead  of  the  usual  mummy 
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in  a sarcophagus,  only  some  burnt  bones  of  a bull  had  been 
deposited,  wrapped  up  together  in  muslin.  The  chamber 
besides  showed  signs  of  haste,  secresy,  and  poverty  accom- 
panying the  burial.  And  the  adjoining  tomb  of  the  preced- 
ing Apis  seemed  to  have  been  purposely  destroyed ; so  that 
there  may  possibly  be  here  some  confirmation  of  Manetho’s 
story  that  the  impious  “Hierosolymites  ” not  only  forced  the 
priests  of  Apis  themselves  to  slay  or  sacrifice  him,  but  after- 
wards roasted  and  ate  him.  But  to  leave  these  questions : — 
If  we  cut  off  from  the  reign  of  Horus  the  5 years  which 
have  been  restored  to  his  father  above,  it  will  then  have  31 
years  and  5 months,  including  at  their  head  probably  5 years 
actually  belonging  either  to  Amon-anchut  or  to  the  sun- 
worshippers  ; and  these  3 1 years  and  5 months,  beginning  at 
Sept.  23,  B.C.  1568,  will  end  Feb.  9,  B.C.  1536.  But  in 
technical  reckoning  the  reign  will  have  31  years  from  Sept 
23,  b.c.  1568,  to  Sept.  12,  B.C.  1537. 

For  the  interval  between  Horus  and  Ramessou,  or  Ra- 
ineses I.,  the  Armesses  or  Armais,  probably,  of  the  lists,  an 
interval,  according  to  the  same  lists,  of  49  years  and  9 
months,  the  monuments  have  hitherto  afforded  nothing  but 
a single  name  of  one  king,  and  that  illegible,  found  by 
M.  Mariette  in  the  Serapeum  at  Memphis.  But  according 
to  Manetho’s  lists  there  should  be  four  reigns,  as  follows : — 
u.  srpt.  is;  (Generation  vill,  reign  of  Manetho  x,  not  in  the  rnonu- 
S've  9.  " c-  mental  lists.)  Achenchrea,  daughter  (i.  e.  of  Homs),  12  years 
1 month,  as  if  from  Feb.  9,  B.C.  1536,  to  March  8,  B.C.  1524. 
In  technical  reckoning  12  years,  from  Sept  12,  B.C.  1537, 
to  Sept.  9,  B.c.  1525. 

9.  sept.  9.  (Generation  vm,  reisrn  of  Manetho  xi,  not  in  the  monu- 
7,  b.c.  mcntal  lists.)  Rathotis,  her  brother,  9 years;  as  if  from 
March  8,  b.c.  1524,  to  March  6,  b.c.  1516;  or  in  technical 
reckoning  9 years,  from  Sept.  9,  b.c.  1525,  to  Sept  7,  b.c. 
1516.  (Perhaps  the  king  whose  name  has  been  found  in 
the  Serapeum.) 

soper^  (Generation  ix,  reign  of  Manetho  xii,  not  in  the  monu- 
fwi'  4’  B’c  mer|tal  lists.)  Achencheres  /.,  12  years  5 months,  as  if  from 
March  5,  B.c.  1515,  to  Aug.  1,  b.c.  1503;  or  technically, 
12  years  from  Sept.  7,  B.c.  1516,  to  Sept.  4,  B.c.  1504. 


Digitized  by  Google 


MA.NETIXO. 


219 


(Generation  ix,  reign  of  Manetho  xiii,  not  in  the  monu-  n.  s<>p*.  4, 
mental  lists.)  Achencheres  II.,  12  years  3 months,  as  if  from  j*i*. 

Aug.  1,  B.C.  1503,  to  Oct.  31,  b.c.  1491;  or  technically 
13  years,  from  Sept.  4,  B.C.  1504,  to  Sept.  1,  B.c.  1491. 

(Generation  x,  reign  of  Manetho  xiv,  of  the  monu-  <.  sCpt.  1, 
mental  lists  x.)  liamessou,  Ra-men-peh,  commonly  called  Ra-  31,  k.c. 
meses  I.  His  mother’s  name  is  said  to  be  Tii,  which  some 
have  read  Titi,  and  sought  to  identify  with  Rathotis  of  the 
lists.  Again,  she  is  identified  with  the  wife  of  At,  the  local 
king  of  Thebes,  and  vassal  of  Quashan.  She  is  also,  said 
by  some  to  have  been  the  daughter,  and  it  is  considerately 
added  “ the  youngest  daughter,”  of  Amenoph  III.  Thus 
Rameses  I.  is  made  to  be  grandson  of  Amenoph  III.,  the 
grandfather  having  had  a reign  of  at  least  35  years  and  10 
months,  and  the  grandson  succeeding  to  the  throne  (16  + 

31.5m+  l2.1m+9  + 12.5m+12.3m  = ) 93  years  and  2 months 
after  his  death.  The  lists  and  notices  of  Manetho,  on  the 
contrary,  interpose  at  least  three  generations,  of  Horus, 
Rathotis,  and  Achencheres  (for  the  two  kings  named 
Achencheres,  even  if  two  persons,  are  not  likely  to  be  two 
distinct  generations)  between  Amenoph  III.  and  Rameses  I. 

His  name  we  have  identified  in  the  lists  of  Manetho  with 
Armesses  or  Armais,  which,  like  Ramessou  itself,  Rampscs, 
and  Rapsakes,  is  only  a Greek  variant  for  Rameses.  His 
2nd  year  has  been  found ; and  if  he  reigned  the  4 years  and 
1 month  given  him  in  the  lists,  they  will  reach  from  Oct.  31, 
b.c.  1491,  to  Nov.  29,  B.c.  1487.  In  technical  reckoning 
he  will  have  4 years,  beginning  from  Sept.  1,  b.c.  1491, 
and  reaching  to  Aug.  31,  B.C.  1487. 

(Generation  xi,  reign  of  Manetho  xv,  of  the  monumental  J,  cA"JK;3It'0 
lists  xi.)  Scti  L,  Mi-amon,  or  Mcrien-amon,  Mcrienphtha ; lA1^30’“-c- 
Ru-en-ma.  He  “ defeated  the  Shasou  (i.  c.  Shepherds) 
even  to  the  wretched  land  of  Kaniina and,  accompanied 
by  his  son,  he  extended  his  conquests  to  Mesopotamia.  Ho 
founded  the  palace-temple  of  Gourneh,  and  the  great  hall  at 
Karnak,  which  were  both  finished  by  his  son.  His  1st  year 
only  is  found  marked,  at  Speos  Artcmidos  in  the  Ilepta- 
nomis.  He  seems  to  be  often  confounded  with  his  son, 
the  glory  of  conquest  and  the  name  Mi-amon  being  com- 
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mon  to  them  both.  And  perhaps  his  son  was  associated 
with  him  almost  from  the  beginning.  The  single  year  and 
four  months  given  him  in  the  lists  under  the  name  of  Ra- 
messes,  as  if  he  were  the  Xedcas  6 xal ' Pn/iecrai/s  of  Manetho’s 
fabling  narrative,  will  reach  from  Nov.  29,  B.  c.  1487,  to 
March  28,  B.C.  1485  (or  technically  from  Aug.  31,  b. c. 
1487, to  Aug.  30,  B.C.  1486),  and  this  one  year  may  be  the 
time  that  he  reigned  alone  ; for  it  is  difficult  to  think  that 
his  whole  reign  was  really  so  short.  Ilis  tomb  alone,  which 
is  most  gorgeous,  and  worthy  of  a long  reign  like  that  of  his 
son,  is  a strong  sign  to  the  contrary, 
m.  a 1 1 p . so,  (Generations  xil  and  Xin,  reign  of  Manetho  xvi,  of  the 

Aug.  M,  B.C.  monumental  lists  xii.)  Rameses  II.  Mi-amon,  Ra-tseser-ma, 
with  and  without  the  adjunct  So-tep-en-ra,  which  gave  occa- 
sion to  Rosellini  to  divide  him  into  two  kings,  whom  he 
calls  Rameses  II.  and  Rameses  III.  The  62nd  of  Raineses 
II.  has  been  found  on  his  monuments,  which  are  extremely 
numerous,  and  of  great  magnificence.  On  them  his  con- 
quests both  in  inner  Africa  and  in  Asia  are  represented  with 
much  detail.  The  colossus  of  “ Scsostris”  seen  by  Hero- 
dotus at  Memphis,  and  the  stelae  at  the  river  Lycus  (El 
Ivab),  in  Phoenicia,  both  still  visible,  bear  his  names.  (The 
colossus  has  both  the  ordinary  throne-name  and  the  vari- 
ant.) It  is  Rameses  II.  who  is  often  called  the  Great. 

A date  on  some  fragments  of  a calendar  from  Elephantine, 
now  in  the  Louvre,  found  mixed  with  other  fragments  bear- 
ing the  name  of  Thothmcs  III.,  but  by  the  style  of  sculp- 
ture belonging  rather  to  the  age  of  Rameses  II.,  at  least  in 
the  opinion  of  M.  Brugsch,  gives  the  heliacal  rising  of  Sirius 
so  as  to  indicate  according  to  M.  Biot  for  the  latitude  of 
Elephantine  the  year  B.C.  1444.  Now  this  year  cannot  pos- 
sibly belong  to  the  reign  of  Thothmes  III. ; but  it  ought  to 
be  the  43rd  year  of  Rameses  II.,  whose  66  years  and  2 
months  seem  to  lie  between  March  28,  B.C.  1485,  and  May 
11,  B.C.  1419.  In  technical  reckoning  he  would  have  66 
years,  from  Aug.  30,  b.c.  1486,  to  Aug.  14,  B.c.  1420.  His 
eldest  son  Scha-em  Djam,  who  was  viceroy  of  Memphis, 
being  known  to  have  died  before  his  father,  who  was  suc- 
ceeded by  the  thirteenth  of  his  numerous  sons,  Merienphtha, 
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the  only  one  of  them  all  who  reigned  after  him,  and  the  reign 
itself  amounting  in  length  to  two  full  life-generations,  one 
may  suppose  that  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  would  reckon 
this  as  a double  generation,  the  sons  who  died  before  their 
lather  being  in  strictness  his  Generation  xm  ; though  it 
would  come  to  the  same  tiling  if  Thothmcs  II.  and  Hatasu 
above  were  reckoned  as  Generation  in,  Thothmcs  III., 
though  brother  to  Hatasu,  being  counted  separately  for 
Generation  iv.  So  the  fourteen  generations  of  the  Chronicle 
would  be  identical  with  the  thirteen  names  of  kings  which 
appear  in  the  monumental  lists. 

(Generation  XIV,  reign  of  Manetho  xvi,  of  the  monu-w.  ah*.  i«, 

' ...  . _ ’ B.C.  INK,  10 

mental  lists  xiii.)  Me ri~en-phtha,  Bai-en-ra,  thirteenth  of  the  *'«•  ».  o c- 
sons  of  Kanieses  II.  Ilis  4th  year  has  been  found.  His  19 
years  and  6 months  should  lie  between  May  11,  B.C.  1419, 
and  Nov.  7,  B.C.  1400,  so  ending  3 months  after  Aug.  9, 
then  the  end  of  the  Egyptian  year.  But  as  technically 
reckoned  by  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  Meri-en-phtha 
would  have  20  years  from  Aug.  14,  B.C.  1420,  to  Aug.  9, 

B.c.  1400,  and  the  overrunning  fraction  of  3 months  would 
be  included  within  the  first  year  (technically  antedated)  of 
the  following  dynasty. 

But  the  xvi  reigns  of  Manetho,  at  the  ordinary  average 
of  24 £ years,  should  give  392  years  for  the  dynasty;  and 
even  consolidated  as  the  Chronicle  consolidates  them  into 
xiv  of  its  generations,  they  should  give  343  years.  So  then 
the  348  years  of  the  Chronicle  are  justified  rather  than  333, 
which  is  the  apparent  sum  of  Manetho. 

The  Diospolite  Dynasties  XIX  and  XX  of  Manetho’s  n»o.  xix. 

; viit  Dintpo- 

lists,  with  vii  kings  in  194  years,  (15  of  his  apparent  sum  »[»•  jwyri. 
of  209  having  been  restored  to  Dyn.  XVIII,)  and  XII  kings 
in  135  years  respectively,  if  thrown  together  make  a sum  ofrM- 
xix  kings  in  329  years ; while  the  same  dynasties  in  the 
Chronicle,  with  V generations  in  194,  and  vm  in  228  years, 
make  a total  of  xm  generations  in  422  years. 

But  XIX  Diospolite  kings  admitted  by  Manetho  himself 
to  have  existed,  (and  not  fewer  than  xxm  actual  kings  ap- 
pear at  Thebes  on  the  monuments,  before  we  come  to  the 
Tanite-Bubastitc  name  Shishouk,)  have  an  average  in  329 
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years  of  only  17  years  and  about  4 months  each,  while  with 
the  422  years  of  the  Chronicle  they  have  22  years  each, 
which  is  still  2£  years  under  the  ordinary  average.  So  the 
chronology  of  the  Chronicle  is  implied  to  be  the  true  rather 
than  his  own  by  Manetho’s  own  lists.  And  much  more  does 
this  appear,  if  we  take  the  two  dynasties  separately.  For  the 
Chronicle  having  for  Dyn.  XIX  only  V generations  in  194 
years,  with  an  average  of  39  years  nearly  to  each  generation, 
Manetho,  making  only  one  or  tft  most  two  more  actual  reigns 
than  the  Chronicle  makes  generations,  has  still  an  average  of 
27 f years  to  each;  while  in  his  Dyn.  XX,  twelve  reigns  in  135 
years  have  an  average  of  only  11  years  and  3 mouths  each, 
which  is  clearly  inadmissible.  For  Dyn.  XIX  the  names  of 
the  monuments  may  be  compared  with  the  v generations  of 
the  Chronicle  and  the  vii  reigns  of  Manetho  thus: — 

First,  after  Meri-en-phthah  II.,  the  last  king  of  Dyn. 
XVIII,  there  appears  (on  particular  monuments  only,  but 
not  in  the  monumental  lists), 

(Actual  reign  i.)  Ra-men-ka  Sotepenra  ; Amonmeses  Ilak- 
Djarn. — In  an  inscription  at  Gourneh  he  is  said  to  have  been 
“ bred  by  Isis,  in  the  city  of  Khev  ( Aphroditopolis),  to  reign 
over  all  beneath  the  sun.”  Lepsius  thinks  his  name  has 
been  supplanted  at  Gourneh  by  that  of  Siphthah  (though  he 
also  is  from  the  same  city  of  Khev).  His  name,  and  the  fact 
that  he  is  suppressed  as  illegitimate,  favours  the  idea  that  he 
is  the  source  of  the  Armais  or  Danaus  of  Manetho,  whose 
8 years  seem  in  the  lists  of  Africanus  to  be  deducted  from 
the  59  given  to  Sethos  by  Manetho  according  to  Josephus, 
as  if  they  were  covered  by  the  last  reign  of  Dyn.  XVIII. 

(Actual  reign  ii.)  Khou-Ra- Sotepenra:  Siphthah- Meri- 
en-phthah  II.  His  queen  Ta-tseser  takes  precedence  of  him 
in  their  joint  tomb  ; so  perhaps  she  was  a daughter  of  Meri- 
en-phthah  I.  On  his  standard  he  has  the  title  “ Risen  in 
Khev;"  and  a dignitary  named  Bai  boasts  of  having  “ estab- 
lished him  on  the  throne  of  his  father."  These  two  kings 
being  suppressed,  we  come  to  the  king  who  stands  seventh 
in  the  series  of  nine  at  Medinet  Habou,  viz. : 

(Generation  I of  the  Chronicle ; reigns  or  names  of  Ma- 
netho i and  ii,  and  of  the  monumental  lists  i ; actual  reign 


Digitized  by  Google 


MANETHO. 


223 


iii.)  Seti  Mcri-en-phtha,  Ra-lscser-cheperu,  Meri-amon,  son  w.  auK.  b, 
of  Meri-en-phtha  I.,  and  grandson  of  Rameses  the  Great.  Jui^  *•>,  n.c 
He  seems  to  have  thought  of  appropriating  the  tomb  of 
Merienphthah  II.  Siphthah  ; but  afterwards  he  made  a tomb 
for  himself.  He  should  be  the  original  of  that  “ Sethos  son  of 
Amenophis  ” who  took  rqfugc  as  a child  when  only  five  years 
old  in  Ethiopia.  Afterwards  perhaps,  under  Siphthah,  he 
obtained  the  title  of  Prince  of  Kush ; for  a prince  Seti  ap- 
pears under  Siphthah  with  this  title,  and  with  that  of  “ Pan- 
bearer.”  The  romance  of  the  “ Two  Brothers,  ” translated 
by  M.  De  Roug6,  was  written  for  the  same  Prince  Seti. 

(Generation  II  of  the  Chronicle,  name  of  Manetho  iv,  of  f4-.yr,.brBin 
Medinet  Habou  viii.,  i.  e.  2d  of  the  dynasty;  actual  reign  iv.)  .10"’ 0r“sT- 
Set-necht  or  Neclitset,  and  Amon-necht;  Ra-tseser  Schau-  u c.  uu, 
Meri-amon  ; probably  son  of  Seti  II.,  and  so  the  second  gen- 
eration of  the  Chronicle ; but  apparently  consolidated  by 
Manetho  with  his  father  and  his  son  into  one  reign  under  the 
double  name  of  “ Xedcos,  o ical  'PapsfftrPjs.”  This  king  has  ap- 
propriated the  tomb  of  Siphthah-Merienphthah  II.  and 
Ta-tseser;  but  he  appears  together  with  Rameses  III.  (his 
son)  receiving  homage  from  an  umbrella-bearer  named 
Hora;  and  the  title  taken  by  Ramedfes  III.  in  the  same 
sculpture,  “ Hak  On,”  may  have  been  given  him  in  his 
father’s  lifetime. 

(Generation  in  of  the  Chronicle,  name  of  Manetho  i and  at 

and  ii ; of  series  at  Medinet  Habou  ninth  and  last,  i.  e.  3d  of  in. 

this  dynasty;  actual  reign  v.)  Rameses  III,  Hak-  On  ; 
Ru-tseser-ma,  Meri-amon.  He  was  probably  son  of  the  pre- 
ceding,  and  certainly  son  of  a king ; for  he  says  to  Ammon,  0 
“ I am  established  on  the  throne  of  my  father,  as  thou  didst 

establish  Horus  on  the  throne  of  his  father  Osiris I 

have  not  usurped  the  place  of  another.”  (MS.  of  Mr.  Harris, 
quoted  by  M.  De  Rouge.)  Though  he  clearly  is  the  king 
spoken  of  in  Manetho’s  myth  as  “ having  fleets  as  well  as 
armies  and  cavalry,”  and  extending  his  conquests  towards  the 
East,  he  has  no  such  name  as  “ Sethos,”  to  say  nothing  of 
Aigyptus,  nor  any  brother  “ Armais.”  Still  less  is  he  the 
head  of  Dyn.  XIX.  So  we  must  look  for  the  source  of 
“ Armaus  ” cither  in  the  Armcsses  of  the  list  of  Africanus 
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preceding  the  place  in  Dyn.  XVIII  where  Seti  I.  Meria- 
inon,  or  Mi-amon,  and  his  son  Raineses  II.  Miamon,  are  mis- 
named or  dropped  out  (and  this  is  the  view  which  best  suited 
Eusebius ; and  it  may  be  true  notwithstanding  that  it  suited 
him) ; or  we  must  resolve  the  myth  into  its  separate  ele- 
ments, and  suppose  the  story  of  the  two  brothers  or  cousins  to 
belong  partly  to  Amon-meses  and  Seti  II.  at  the  head  of  Dyn. 
XIX  (though  Seti  II.  was  no  great  conqueror),  and  partly  to 
the  conqueror  Rameses  II.,  blended  with  Seti  I.  and  II.,  and 
with  Rameses  III.  From  the  paintings  in  the  palace-temple 
of  the  last  of  these  kings  at  Medinet  Habou,  executed 
after,  but  probably  not  long  after,  his  12th  year,  it  seems 
that  the  epoch  of  the  Sothic  Cycle,  when  the  heliacal  rising 
of  Sirius,  July  20,  coincided  with  the  first  day  of  the  move- 
able  Thoth,  was  connected  with  his  reign.  This,  if  calcu- 
lated for  the  latitude  of  Memphis,  or  thereabouts,  would 
indicate  July  20  in  the  year  B.  C.  1322;  and  when  the 
Sothic  Cycle  is  mentioned  by  later  writers  this  is  the  year 
always  understood:  but  by  actual  observation  at  Thebes  the 
year,  according  to  M.  Biot,  would  be  B.  C.  1300  [or  1302]. 
And  Herodotus  speaking  in  part  of  that  Rameses-Sesostris 
who  was  nearest  to  his  own  time,  and  who  had  the  Jieet,  and  so 
was  said  to  have  crossed  into  Thrace,  puts  his  accession  “ less 
than  900  years  before  his  own  time;”  that  is,  some  time  later 
than  b.  C.  1350.  So  it  seems  that  Manetho  has  done  with 
Sethos  II.  the  head  of  his  Dyn.  XIX  much  as  he  has  done 
with  Amosis,  the  head  of  his  Dyn.  XVIII,  making  of  him  a 
fabulous  personage,  with  names  and  acts  which  do  not  all  be- 
long to  any  one  king  in  that  place,  but  partly  to  Sethos  I. 
and  Rameses  II.  many  years  above,  and  partly  toRameses  III. 
many  years  below.  The  26th  year  of  Rameses  III.  has  been 
found  on  the  monuments,  the  Apis-hull  numbered  15  by  M. 
Mariette  having  died  in  that  year,  while  his  Apis  No.  9 
died  in  the  55th  year  of  Rameses  II.  Miamon.  And  sup- 
posing him  to  be  intended  by  “Rapsakes”  the  second  king  of 
Manetho’s  list,  the  (59  + 66  = ) 125  years  given  to  the  first 
two  reigns  of  the  dynasty  would  take  us  from  B.  C.  1400, 
the  head  of  Dyn.  XIX,  to  B.c.  1275  ; or,  if  8 were  deducted 
as  belonging  to  the  usurpation  of  “ Armans  or  Danaus,”  to 
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e.c.  1283,  so  as  to  cover  the  actual  Theban  as  well  as  the 
Memphite  coincidence  of  the  movable  new  year  with  the 
heliacal  rising  of  Sirius.  At  Medinet  Habou  one  secs  on  the 
wall  a series  of  ten  sons  of  Raineses  III.  sculptured  with 
their  names  ; and  the  names  of  the  eldest  four  have  been  in- 
closed afterwards  in  royal  rings,  showing  that  they  reigned 
after  their  father.  This  makes  one  suspect  that  the  words 
following  the  Jirst  name  “ Sethos”  in  Manetho,  “after  whom 
the  eldest  of  his  sons,Rapsakes,  reigned  66  years,”  originated 
in  the  fact  that  after  the  third  legitimate  king  and  generation, 

Ramesea  III.,  th efour  “ eldest  of  his  ten  sons”  (with  even  a 
fifth  perhaps,  not  one  of  the  eldest,  included)  reigned  succes- 
sively, who  all  having  the  same  family  name,  and  all  being  of 
one  and  the  same  generation,  might  be  consolidated  into  one 
reign.  But  the  66  years  given  to  Rapsakes  (according  to 
Josephus)  with  the  59  of  Sethos,  6 xal  ' Papeo-crr)?,  preceding 
may  be  supposed  to  cover  the  actual  reigns  over  Rgainst 
which  they  stand. 

(Generation  iv  of  the  Chronicle,  reign  or  name  of  Manetho  ■<">*  n< 

...  . . HampM**  111. 

m,  actual  reign  vi.)  Rameses  IV.,  Hik-ma-Miamon:  Ra-tseser-  ** 

' o / 7 ginning  iroin 

ma,  Sotep-en-Amon ; the  first  of  the  ten  sons  of  Rameses  III.  at  *•  “ °- 

Medinet  Habou.  In  his  2nd  year  “ the  Rotennu  prostrating 
themselves  bring  their  tributes,  and  all  the  Aamu  tremble 
before  him.”  He  founded  a fortress  at  Hammamat  to  secure 
the  commerce  of  the  Red  Sea.  A variant  of  the  name  of 
this  king,  according  to  Lepsius,  with  his  third  year  marked, 
appears  also  at  Hammamat  (whom  we  shall  call  Rameses  IV. 
bit);  and  connected  with  the  same  Rameses  IV.  bis  is  a high- 
priest  of  Ammon  named  Rameses  Nechtu,  son  of  Meri-/?a.rf, 

Prefect  of  the  Palace  and  Director  of  Public  Works,  whose 
son  Amenhotep  appears  as  high-priest  under  Rameses  IX. 
of  Lepsius,  the  last  king,  if  Raineses  IV.  bis  is  only  a 
variant,  of  this  dynasty.  But  M.  de  Rouge  thinks  that  he 
is  a separate  king;  and  if  so,  he  must  have  reigned  next 
after  the  sons  of  Rameses  III.,  making  the  fifth  generation 
of  the  Chronicle,  and  leaving  no  room  in  the  dynasty  for  any 
other  later  reign,  unless  it  were  of  such  a kind  as  not  to 
make  a separate  generation.  But,  until  further  discoveries 
decide  the  question,  we  may  treat  Rameses  IX.  of  M.  de 
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Rouge,  i.  c.  Baineses  Mati  or  Mama  Meriamon,  Ra-hik-ma 
Sotepenamon,  as  being  only  a variant  of  Rameses  IV.  And 
unless  this  is  so  indeed,  the  tomb  of  the  eldest  eon  of 
Raineses  III.  is  hitherto  unknown. 

(Generation  iv  of  the  Chronicle,  name  v of  Manetho? 
actual  reign  vii.)  Rameses  V.,  Amcn-ha-chopeschf  Meriamon  ; 
Ra-tseser-ma  Se-cheper-en-ra.  His  cartouches  having  been 
supplanted  by  those  of  Rameses  VI.  (second  of  the  four 
elder  sons  of  Rameses  III.)  at  Biban  Moluk,  he  must  be 
inserted  here ; and  his  name  being  the  same  with  that  of  the 
eighth  son  of  Rameses  III.,  he  may  perhaps  have  taken 
advantage  of  the  minority  of  a nephew  or  niece,  who  never 
reigned,  to  occupy  the  throne.  If  so,  the  rings  about  the 
names  of  the  eldest  four  sons  of  Rameses  III.  at  Mcdinet 
Hubou  were  not  added  there  one  by  one,  as  each  brother 
succeeded  to  the  throne,  but  at  some  time  after  this  reign  of 
Rameses  V.,  which  was  disregarded  as  illegitimate.  It  is  cele- 
brated, however,  in  an  inscription  at  Silsilis  for  abundance 
and  good  order. 

(Generation  iv  of  the  Chronicle,  name  iii  of  Manetho, 
actual  reign  viii.)  Rameses  VI.  Amonha-chopeschf  Neter-hah- 
On  ; Ra-neb-ma  Miamon  ; second  of  the  ten  sons  of  Rameses 
III.  at  Medinct  Ilabou.  lie  has  left  a fine  tomb,  perhaps 
the  most  complete  of  all,  with  astronomical  paintings.  These 
exhibit  the  heliacal  rising  of  Sirius  at  the  end  of  the  night 
of  Thoth  15,  i.  e.  15  days  later  than  in  the  palace  of  Rameses 
III.  at  Medinet  Habou.  And  this  indicates  that  60  years 
had  already  passed  from  b.c.  1322,  if  it  had  been  at  Mem- 
phis ; but  from  b.c.  1300  or  1302,  more  probably,  in  fact,  as 
these  paintings  were  executed  at  Thebes.  So  towards  the  end 
of  the  reign  of  the  second  son  of  Rameses  III.  we  should  be 
already  at  the  year  1240  B.C.  Apis  No.  16  of  M.  Mariette 
died  under  Rameses  VI.,  his  preceding  Apis,  No.  15,  having 
died  under  Rameses  III. 

(Generation  iv  of  the  Chronicle,  name  of  Manetho  iii, 
actual  reign  ix.)  Rameses  VII.  At-amen(?)  Neter-hah-  On ; 
Ra-tscser-ma  Miamon  Sotepenra ; third  of  the  ten  sons  of 
Rameses  III.  who  appear  together  at  Medinet  Habou. 

(Generation  iv  of  the  Chronicle,  name  of  Manetho  iii. 
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actual  reign  x.)  Raineses  VIII.  Seti-chopeschf  Miamon ; *»<>  « hu 

® ' 1 J death,  June 

Jla-tseser-ma  K/iou-en-Amen ; fourth  of  the  ten  sons  of  *6.  l2z3- 

Raineses  III.  This  and  the  four  preceding  reigns  make  up 
together  the  fourth  of  the  five  generations  of  the  Chronicle; 
and  this  king  should  be  at  least  the  fifth  of  Manetho’s  seven, 
if  he  made  two  out  of  the  five  sons  of  Rameses  III.,  or  only 
the  fourth  perhaps,  if  he  gave  only  six  distinct  reigns. 

(Generation  v of  the  Chronicle,  name  of  Manetho  vii,  7.  June  qg. 
actual  reign  xi  or  xii.)  Rameses  IX.  [XI.  of  Lepsius,  X.  of  Juno 
De  Roug6]  Siphthah  Se-scha-en-ra  Miamon;  discovered  by 
M.  Mariette  in  the  tomb  of  his  Apis  No.  17,  on  an  open  vase 
found  in  that  tomb  inclosing  a second  similar  but  smaller 
vase,  also  open,  with  the  name  of  Rameses  Scha-em  Djam 
(Raineses  IX.  of  Lepsius).  Hence,  if  the  vases  had  only 
been  found  closed  and  covered,  it  might  perhaps  have  been 
collected  that  this  Siphthah  II.  was  the  immediate  successor 
of  Scha-em  Djam,  who  might  have  died  during  the  72  days 
of  the  Apis  obsequies;  the  preceding  Apis,  No.  16  of  M. 

Mariette,  having  died  under  Rameses  VI.  But  after  the 
Apis  No.  17,  whose  tomb  unites  the  two  kings  Siphthah 
and  Scha-em  Djam,  the  next  following  Apis,  No.  18,  is 
buried  by  Scha-em  Djam  alone,  so  that  he  and  not  Siphthah 
must  have  been  the  successor,  or  at  least  the  survivor ; and 
the  two,  who  may  have  been  co-regnants,  may  be  presumed 
in  any  case  to  have  constituted  together  only  one  generation, 
the  fifth  and  last  of  the  Chronicle.  The  high-priest 
Amenhotep,  who  appears  as  contemporary  of  Scha-em  Djam, 
being  son  of  another  high-priest  Rameses  Ncchtu  occurring 
under  Rameses  IV.,  the  reign  of  Scha-em  Djam  is  already 
at  as  wide  an  interval  after  Rameses  IV.  as  is  convenient. 

And  lastly,  while  Manetho’s  number  of  six  kings,  not  to  say 
seven,  seems  to  need  two  to  follow  after  the  sons  of  Rameses 
III.,  and  he  lias  actually  two  short  reigns  at  the  end  of  his 
dynasty,  Siphthah  to  nil  appearance  reigned  only  a short 
time,  and  might  readily  coalesce  with  his  successor  so  as  to 
make  only  one  generation  for  the  Chronicle,  while  his  reign 
of  5 or  7 years  is  scarcely  enough  alone  to  bring  us  on  to 
B.C.  1206  from  the  death  of  the  last  survivor  of  the  sons  of 
Raineses  III.,  even  though  it  be  true  that  when  the  tomb  of 
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Ramcscs  VI.  was  painting,  60  years  had  already  elapsed  from 
b.C.  1302.  On  putting  these  considerations  together,  it  may 
seem  probable  that  after  the  sons  of  Raineses  III.  had  reigned, 
from  b.c.  1275,  52  years  at  the  most,  to  b.c.  1223  (this 
number  results  after  the  suppression  of  the  28  years  which 
we  had  to  suppress),  Siphthah  and  Scha-em  Djam  followed, — 
Siphthah,  who  should  be  the  younger  of  the  two,  being  co- 
regnant  with  Scha-em-Djam  for  5 or  7 years,  and  Scha-em- 
Djam  surviving  for  12  years  instead  of  the  7 given  by 
Manetho.  The  five  years  which  have  certainly  dropped  out 
from  some  one  reign  or  other  in  the  list  of  Africanus,  arc 
thus  conjecturally  restored  by  us  to  this  last  reign  of  the  dy- 
nasty. This  may  well  seem  more  probable  that  that  Siphthah 
alone  had  a reign  of  much  more  than  5 or  7 or  12  years,  and 
concluded  the  dynasty.  But  it  is  to  future  discoveries  alone 
that  we  must  look  for  a solution  of  the  question.  [Since  the 
above  was  written,  the  author  has  been  informed  by  Air. 
Birch  that  a date  late  in  the  16  th  year  of  Scha-em-Djam  has 
been  found  mentioned  in  a hieratic  papyrus  belonging  to 
Aide.  D’Orbiney.] 

i7.  in 26.  (Generation  v of  the  Chronicle,  name  of  Alanetho  vi,  actual 

H-C.  1223,  to  ' 

June  i.  b.c.  reign  xi  or  xii.)  Jtameses  X.,  Scha-em-Djam  Merer- Amon  : 

1206.  O * ’ J ’ 

Neferhaura  Sotepenra  (XI.  of  De  Rouge,  IX.  of  Lepsius). 
“ Lepsius,”  says  M.  de  Roug6,  “ improperly  puts  under 
him  both  the  high-priest  Amenhotep,  and  his  father  the 
high-priest  Rameses  Nechtu,  son  of  Meri-Rast,  who  was 
really  contemporary  with  Rameses  Alati,  or  Alama,  Mia- 
mon  (the  Rameses  IV.  bis  of  Lepsius,  but  Rameses  IX.  of 
M.  de  Roug4). 

Whatever  becomes  of  Rameses  IX.  of  Al.  de  Rouge,  the 
Jiflh  and  last  generation  of  the  Chronicle,  which  follows 
next  after  that  of  the  sons  of  Rameses  III.,  must  include 
the  last  two  reigns  and  names  of  Alanetho.  And  having  for 
these  two  reigns  two  monumental  names  inseparably  con- 
nected together,  and  connected  also  through  the  liigh-priest 
Amenhotep  and  his  father  with  the  reign  of  Rameses  IV., 
the  only  question  is,  which  of  the  two,  Siphthah  or  Scha- 
em-Djam,  is  to  be  put  first  ? and  how  are  the  1 7 years  of  Ma- 
netl.o’s  last  two  kings  (5  ‘ 5 dropped  out + 7,  making  17) 
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to  be  apportioned  between  them?  On  the  one  hand,  the 
synchronism  of  Thouoris  or  Polybus,  Manetho’s  last  name, 
and  Troy,  plainly  indicates  that  neither  the  place  of  that 
king  as  the  last  of  the  dynasty,  nor  probably  the  length  of 
his  reign,  differ  from  those  really  given  him  by  Manetho : 
on  the  other,  the  monuments  prove  that,  of  the  two  kings, 
one,  whose  reign  certainly  exceeded  the  7 years  of  Thouoris, 
no  less  certainly  survived  the  other.  For  it  appears  from  the 
discoveries  of  M.  Mariette  in  1853  not  only  that  Scha-em- 
Djam,  who  was  found  conjoined  with  Siphthah  in  one  Apis- 
tomb,  buried  another  later  Apis,  No.  18,  alone,  but  also  that 
he  erected  at  Memphis  monolith  columns  40  feet  high,  with 
immense  architraves  bearing  his  names,  works  which  seem  to 
imply  a reign  of  some  lengih.  In  his  own  tomb  he  boasts  of 
his  victories,  and  a scribe  attests  that  “ all  the  peoples  of 
the  North  are  his  subjects.”  But  what  is  most  important  is 
this,  that  in  the  same  tomb  there  is  an  astronomical  painting 
resembling  that  of  the  tomb  of  liameses  VI. ; and  the  indi- 
cations of  the  rising  of  Sothis  and  other  stars  being  the  same 
iu  both,  this  proves  that  the  interval  of  time  between  the 
two  was  less  than  60  years.  For  in  those  paintings,  the 
risings  of  the  stars  being  noted  only  for  the  beginning  of 
the  morning  of  the  first,  and  the  end  of  the  night  of  the 
fifteenth  day  of  each  month,  no  change  would  be  made  (ac- 
cording to  M.  Biot’s  explanation)  till  the  difference  in  the 
risings  of  the  stars  amounted  to  15  days,  which  would  be  only 
after  an  interval  of  60  years. 

So  then  we  are  precluded  on  several  grounds  from  widen- 
ing the  interval  between  liameses  VI.  and  Scha-em-Djam, 
or  supposing  the  latter  to  have  belonged  to  the  following 
Dynasty  XX ; and  yet,  of  the  two  kings  found  conjoined, 
Siphthah,  who  cannot  stand  last,  rather  than  Scha-em-Djam, 
must  be  Thouoris  who  does  stand  last  in  Manetho’s  dynasty. 
Manetho  then,  it  would  seem,  in  this  instance  as  in  others 
was  regardless  of  true  chronology,  and  the  synchronism  con- 
nected with  the  reign  of  Thouoris,  and  probably  even  the 
name  itself,  belongs  only  to  the  apparent  chronology  of  his 
lists.  And,  this  being  understood,  there  is  no  difficulty  in 
explaining  how  Thouoris  or  Siphthah,  with  his  short  reign  of 
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seven  years,  may  have  come  to  be  placed  after  another  king 
seemingly  his  successor  but  of  the  same  generation,  per- 
haps a brother,  who  survived  him,  and  had  much  the  longer 
reign  of  the  two.  It  is  only  necessary  to  suppose  that  the 
two  were  colleagues  in  the  throne  during  the  whole  reign  of 
the  elder,  or  during  some  part  of  it,  and  that  the  elder,  whose 
name  would  naturally  be  put  first,  outlived  the  younger. 
But  the  last  two  reigns  of  Manetho,  having  together  (5  + 

7 = ) 12,  or  rather  17  years,  (if  we  are  right  in  restoring  to 
them  those  other  5 which  have  dropped  out,  and  which  are 
required  by  the  sum  of  his  dynasty,)  take  us  from  n.c.  1223 
to  n.c.  1206 ; and  so  the  kings  placed  between  Rameses  VI. 
and  Scha-em-Djam  inclusively  would  not  seem  to  require  an 
interval  between  the  paintings  in  the  two  tombs  of  more  than 
60  years.  Lastly,  the  date  in  the  D’Orbiney  papyrus  en- 
able s us  to  confirm  the  conjecture  that  Scha-em-Djam 
reigned  the  whole  of  those  17  years  which  in  Manetho’s 
lists  belonged  seemingly  to  the  last  two  names ; and,  conse- 
quently, that  the  7 years  placed  last  do  not  belong  chrono- 
logically to  the  king  meant  by  Thouoris  at  all,  but  to  the 
name  Ammenemes  preceding,  from  which  they  are  detached 
only  to  indicate  the  lengih  of  the  shorter  and  concurrent  reign. 
But  as  regards  the  apparent  chronology  and  the  synchronism 
of  Thouoris  (whose  reign  seems  to  begin  in  B.  C.  1213)  with 
Troy,  this  synchronism,  as  asserted,  must  be  understood  to 
attach  to  the  7th  or  6th  year  preceding  the  death  of  Seha- 
em-Djamand  the  end  of  Dyn.  XIX.  It  is  remarkable  that 
Dicatarchus  also,  who  wrote  perhaps  about  B.C.  322,  puts 
Phrouron,  or  Nilus,436  years  above  the  first  Olympiad,  that 
is,  at  B.C.  (776  + 436  = ) 1212,  while  his  Sesonchosis  = 
Sesostris,  is  put  2500  years  higher  than  Nilus  as  the  first  king 
and  conqueror  after  Horus.  Sesostris  so  would  be  put,  ac- 
cording to  Manetho’s  scheme  of  3555  years  of  kings,  at  the 
178th  year  after  Menes;  but  according  to  the  scheme  of 
Ptolemy  of  Mendes  and  Africanus,  if  we  go  up  2500  years 
from  Thouoris  and  Troy,  we  shall  find  the  place  of  this 
Sesostris  1318  years  below  Menes  at  the  25th  year  of  Papa- 
Maire,  the  predecessor  of  Sesortasen  I.,  which  last  wras  really 
the  earliest  Egyptian  conqueror.  But  for  Thouoris  and  Troy 
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the  date  of  Dicaearchus  appears  front  what  lias  been  said 
above  to  agree  exactly  with  that  of  the  original  Manetho. 

The  small  number  of  Jive  generations  given  by  the  Chro- 
nicle to  Dynasty  XIX  seems  to  be  justified  and  explained, 
Raineses  V.  being  inclosed  between  four  brothers  who  all 
together  make  but  one  generation ; Amon-meses  and  Siph- 
thah,  in  like  manner,  being  inclosed  between  the  last  king  of 
Dyn.  XVIII  Menephthah  I.  and  his  son  Seti  II.  of  Dyn. 
XIX,  whose  cousins  they  probably  were;  and  the  later 
Siphthah  of  M.  Mariettc  seeming  fit  enough  to  coalesce 
with  his  co-regent  and  successor,  with  whom  lie  was  found 
conjoined,  into  a single  generation.  The  actual  kings  of  the 
dynasty,  meantime,  being  no  fewer  than  twelve,  will  give  in 
194  chronological  years  a seeming  average  of  only  16  years 
and  2 months.  But  if  the  three  illegitimate  kings  are 
omitted,  and  their  years  reckoned  to  the  legitimate  reigns, 
and  if  the  later  Siphthah  is  consolidated  with  his  co-regent 
and  successor,  the  remaining  eight  kings  will  have  an  ave- 
rage of  24  years  and  3 months  each. 

To  account  for  the  number  of  “ vn  kings”  (though  perhaps 
Manetho  never  enumerated  more  than  vi  reigns),  given  in  the 
heading  of  the  list  of  Africanus,  is  not  so  easy,  nor  perhaps  of 
any  importance.  Counting  the  two  names  Sethos  and  Ramo- 
ses united  mythically  in  the  first  reign,  but  really  belonging 
to  distinct  kings,  there  are  no  doubt  seven  names ; but  to  these 
there  are  only  six  reigns.  And  besides  one  king,  there  arc 
also  five  years  wanting  in  the  list  of  Africanus  to  complete 
the  sum  209  given  for  the  dynasty,  the  vi  reigns  (51  + 61  + 
20  + 60  + 5 + 7)  making  only  204  instead  of  209  years.  It 
is  not  safe  to  restore  the  5 years  wanting  to  the  second  reign 
(though  we  know  from  Josephus  that  the  original  Manetho 
gave  it  66,  and  not  6 1 years),  because  Ptolemy  of  Mendes 
seems  purposely  to  have  cut  off  13  years  in  all  from  the  first 
two  reigns ; viz.,  8 from  the  first,  to  suit  the  story  of  Danaus 
and  Egyptus,  and  13  from  the  first  and  second  together,  to 
suit,  however  inconsistently,  the  story  of  Sethos  having  been 
13  years  an  exile  in  Ethiopia  after  the  reign  of  his  father 
(though  he,  too,  was  fubled  to  live  on)  while  the  Ilierosoly- 
rnites  held  Egypt.  The  5 years  which  have  dropped  out  must 
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be  added  somewhere  below  the  first  two  reigns ; and  this 
being  done,  either  with  or  without  the  insertion  of  a name 
(as  if  another  Rameses  or  Ainenenies  had  dropped  out)  to 
make  up  the  seccn  kings,  we  must  next  restore  from  Jose- 
phus the  figures  of  the  original  Manetho  for  the  first  two 
reigns.  W e then  have  59  + 66  + 20  + 60  + 5 + 5 + 7,  amount- 
ing in  all  to  222,  more  by  13  than  the  sum  given  both  by 
Manetho  and  by  Ptolemy  to  the  dynasty.  For  Ptolemy, 
cutting  off  13  years  from  Manetho’s  first  two  reigns,  but 
keeping  his  sum,  necessarily  added  an  equal  compensation 
below.  We  have  therefore  now  the  13  years  thus  added  by 
Ptolemy  to  cut  out  from  any  of  the  later  reigns  which  most 
invite  such  reduction  ; and,  besides  these,  there  are  in  Ma- 
netho’s own  sum  of  209  fifteen  unchronological  years 
already  restored  to  their  true  place  in  Dyn.  XVIII,  and 
now  to  be  cut  out  from  whatever  part  of  this  Dyn.  XIX.  it 
suits  best ; so  in  all  28  years  are  to  be  deducted. 

As  regards  his  vii  kings,  five  of  them  at  least  may  be 
pointed  out  with  certainty  in  those  actual  and  legitimate 
reigns  which  are  the  sources  of  the  v Generations  of  the 
Chronicle.  The  three  illegitimate  kings,  and  any  other  who 
was  only  a co-regent,  he  might  possibly  omit.  But  such 
reigns  as  those  of  Seti  II.,  Setnecht,  Rameses  III.,  the 
“ eldest  son  ” of  the  same  Rameses  III.,  and  Scha-em-Djam, 
he  could  not  fail  either  to  name  or  to  indicate.  This  being 
so,  he  must  be  supposed  to  have  consolidated  the  sons  of 
Ramescg  III.  into  two  reigns,  one  of  the  eldest,  and  the  other 
of  the  rest,  or  perhaps  all  of  them  into  only  one  reign.  For 
had  he  named  them  all  four  separately,  he  would,  after  nam- 
ing the  last  of  them,  have  already  had  seven  actual  legiti- 
mate kings,  without  any  room  for  others  to  succeed  them. 
The  fifth  generation  of  the  Chronicle  containing,  as  has 
been  concluded  above,  two  actual  kings,  these,  if  named  se- 
parately, would  bring  up  Manetho’s  number  of  reigns  to 
six,  so  as  to  agree  with  our  present  lists.  And  perhaps  it  is 
more  probable  that  no  seventh  was  ever  distinctly  named  by 
Manetho,  than  that  he  named  separately  one  only  out  of  the 
four  (or  five)  sons  of  Rameses  III.,  consolidating  the  rest,  or 
that  he  named  separately  one  or  two  of  the  illegitimate  kings, 
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while  he  consolidated  four  legitimate  kings  into  one.  Neither 
chronological  reasons,  nor  perhaps  the  five  generations  of  the 
Chronicle,  allow  of  the  supposition  that  the  dynasty  ended 
with  the  last  survivor  of  the  sons  of  liamesca  III. 

After  finding  in  the  first  reign  Sethos  II.  and  Rameses 
III.  blended  together  into  one  mythical  personage,  we  need 
not  wonder  if  the  following  names  and  sums  given  for  the 
reigns  are  difficult  to  identify.  As  for  the  names,  “Rapsakes” 
is  no  doubt  only  a variation  of  Rameses,  which  is  the  family 
name  common  to  nearly  all  these  kings.  (“  Amenephthes,”  too, 
or  Amenophis  may  be  derived  from  an  element  almost  equally 
common  in  the  names  of  this  dynasty.)  And  the  designa- 
tion “ the  eldest  of  his  sons  ” coming  after  the  name  of  Ra- 
meses III.,  however  misplaced  and  blended  with  that  of 
Sethos  II.,  looks  so  far  like  a consolidation  of  the  eldest  four 
of  the  ten  sons  of  Rameses  III.  The  name  “Rameses,” as  it 
occurs  again  in  the  fourth  place,  holds  the  place  really  be- 
longing to  the  sons  of  Rameses  III.:  and  if  “ Rapsakes,”  al- 
ready in  some  sense  identified  with  them,  were  put  down 
from  his  connection  with  the  mixed  and  mythical  Sethos,  o 
Kai ' Pafutrayjs,  to  stand  after  the  distinct  Rameses  who  is 
fourth  in  the  lists,  this  latter  would  rise  up  into  the  third  place, 
the  true  place  of  Rameses  III. ; and  the  Amenephthes  who 
stands  before  him  might  then  represent  his  father,  whose 
name  will  form  'Afisvfy0rjs  or  AfievtyOrjs,  Amen-necht,  as  well 
as  Setnecht;  and  so  the  first  four  kings  would  be  restored  to 
their  true  positions.  The  fifth  name  in  the  list  of  Africanus, 
“ Amenemes,”  might  also  be  connected  with  any  one  of  three 
names  which  may  seem  to  lay  claim  to  this  place ; Amen- 
rneri  or  Meri-amen  being  an  element  almost  as  common  in 
the  names  of  this  dynasty  as  Rameses  itself,  and  entering 
into  the  cartouches  both  of  Rameses  IX.  of  De  Roug6,  of 
the  later  Siphthah  of  M.  Mariette,  and  of  Scha-em-Djam 
his  successor,  whom  Lepsius  makes  not  to  follow  but  to 
precede  Siphthah.  As  for  the  name  “Thouoris”  or  Phouoris, 
with  the  rendering  Nilus,  there  is  no  trace  of  anything  like 
it  on  the  monuments.  It  seems  rather  to  be  an  Egyptian 
accommodation  of  the  Homeric  name  Polybus,  which  would 
write  or  pronounce  equally  Phriouv  or  Phiouro ; and  no 
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more  may  be  meant  by  it  than  this,  that  the  last  king  of 
Dyn.  XIX  is  chronologically  one  with  tbe  lloXv/9or  of 
Homer,  the  contemporary  of  the  war  of  Troy,  436  years 
according  to  Dicsearchus  before  the  first  Olympiad,  i.  e. 
(776+436  = ) 1212  b.c. 

As  regards  the  reigns,  considered  apart  from  the  names, 
the  first  two  reigns  of  59  and  66  years  (if  we  let  these  sums 
stand,  as  we  may,  especially  if  Sethos  was  only  five  years 
old  when  he  fled  to  Ethiopia)  will  take  us  at  once  from 
Thoth  1 in  B.C.  1400,  where  Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle 
ends,  to  B.C.  1275,  25  years  below  the  epoch  of  the  Sotliic 
Cycle  as  observed  at  Thebes,  and  47  below  the  same  epoch 
for  the  latitude  of  Memphis ; so  that  the  reign  of  Raineses 
III.,  containing  the  Sotliic  epoch,  and  the  four  actual  reigns 
preceding  it,  are  fully  covered.  “Amenephthes,”  whom  we 
have  identified  with  the  father  of  Rameses  III.,  being  thus 
already  taken  in,  his  separate  20  years  may  be  omitted  as  part 
of  those  28  years  which  we  have  to  suppress  ; and  in  no  case 
would  it  have  been  possible  to  think  of  adding  them  to  the 
next  following  reign,  whether  covering  only  one  king  or  four 
kings  consolidated,  for  it  has  already  60  years  of  its  own. 
Even  after  deducting  from  this  sum  the  8 years  which  we 
still  have  to  suppress  (the  last  reign  or  reigns  of  the  dynasty 
claiming  rather  the  addition  of  those  five  other  years  which 
we  have  to  restore),  the  52  years  which  remain  are  certainly 
quite  enough  for  the  elder  four  of  ten  sons  to  survive  after  a 
long  reign  of  their  father.  And  these  52  years  bring  us  to 
b.c.  1223.  Then,  if  we  suppose  Siphthah  to  be  “ Thouoris,” 
and  leave  him  his  short  reign  of  only  seven  years,  only  chro- 
nologically transposed,  these  go  on  to  B.c.  1216 ; while,  lastly, 
with  the  addition  of  those  five  that  have  fallen  out  from  the 
list  of  Africanus,  Amenemes  or  Scha-em-Djam  will  have  to 
himself  as  surviving  alone  10  instead  of  7 years,  and  will  close 
the  dynasty  coincidently  with  the  close  of  Dyn.  XIX  of  the 
Chronicle  at  B.C.  1206.  According  to  the  apparent  chro- 
nology of  Manetho  however  the  194  chronological  years 
of  this  dynasty  would  begin  3 years,  or  rather  2 years  am! 
10  months,  later  than  Thoth  1,  b.c.  1400,  and  would  end  2 
years  and  10  months  later  than  Thoth  1 in  b.c.  1206. 
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Besides  the  monumental  names  hitherto  enumerated,  there 
still  remain  to  be  paralleled  with  Dyn.  XX  the  following 
monumental  kings: — 

1.  (Generation  I of  the  Chronicle  ? ) Rameses  XI.  (?)  [X. 

of  Lepsius,  XIV.  (?)  of  De  Roug6] ; Men  or  Mi-Amon, 
Amonka-chopesch:  Ra-cheper-ma- Sotepenra.  His  place  is 

disputed.  M.  Marictte  is  quoted  as  saying  that  he  reigned 
at  least  17  years. 

2.  Ra[meses  XII.  (?)]  [unplaced  by  Lepsius,  but  given  as 
Xo.  523  in  his  PI.  xli.]  Ra-neter-cheper,  Sotep-en-Amon. 
De  Rougt-  observes  that  at  two  places  the  order  of  succes- 
sion is  uncertain,  and  that  there  are  in  all  three  or  four 
names  of  Ramcssids  which  can  be  placed  only  conjecturnlly. 
The  two  places,  he  says,  are,  first,  after  the  sons  of  Rameses 
III.,  and,  secondly,  before  his  Rameses  XII.  (?)  under  whom 
Iler-Hor  appears  first  as  a subject,  but  with  such  titles  as 
prepare  one  to  find  him  afterwards  on  the  throne. 

3.  (Generation  n of  the  Chronicle  ? ) Rameses  XIII.  ? 
[unplaced  by  Lepsius,  but  given  as  No.  524  in  his  1*1.  xli.]; 
lia-hih-ma  Djam-tseser : Rameses  Merer-amon. 

And  allowing  for  the  three  monumental  names  thus  con- 
jecturally  placed  in  Dvn.  XX,  or  for  others  which  ought  to  be 
placed  here  instead  of  these,  two  full  average  generations, 
i.  e.  49  years,  they  will  reach  from  B.c.  1206  to  n.c.  1157. 

4 (Generation  hi  of  the  Chronicle?)  Rameses  XIV.? 
Miamon  11.  [XII.  of  Lepsius  and  of  De  Rouge,  XIV.  of 
llosellini];  Ra  tseser-ma  Sotepenra.  Five  Apis-bulls,  No. 
19  to  No.  23  were  buried  in  his  reign,  and  their  tomb  in  the 
gallery  of  Rameses  II.  seemed  to  M.  Mariette  to  come  next 
after  that  of  his  Apis  No.  18,  which  died  under  Rameses  X. 
[VIII.  of  Bunsen].  A priest  named  Bekenphthah  appears 
in  command  at  Memphis  under  both  reigns.  Lepsius,  how- 
ever, has  placed  two  kings  between  them ; and  the  priest 
Bekenphthah  was  not  necessarily  the  same  person. 

From  a stele  in  the  Louvre,  explained  by  Mr.  Birch  and 
M.  de  Rouge,  it  appears  that  this  king  being  in  Mesopo- 
tamia to  receive  his  tributes  (among  which  precious  wood 
from  “ Ta-netcru  ” is  mentioned),  he  accepted  the  daughter 
of  the  Prince  of  Bachtan,  and  on  his  return  made  her  queen 
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with  the  name  Neferou-ra.  In  his  15th  year,  Epiphi  22, 
there  arrived  at  Thebes  an  embassy  with  presents  from  the 
father  of  the  queen  Neferou-ra,  asking  the  king  of  Egypt  to 
send  him  a physician  to  prescribe  for  a younger  sister  of 
Neferou-ra,  named  Bent-reschit,  who  was  suffering  from  some 
strange  malady.  The  physician,  being  sent,  declared  that  she 
was  possessed  by  a spirit,  which  he  had  no  power  to  expeL 
In  the  26th  year  of  the  king,  the  1st  of  Pachons,  there  came 
a second  embassy,  asking  him  to  send  one  of  the  gods  of 
Egypt  to  contend  with  the  spirit.  The  king  thereupon,  tak- 
ing one  image  of  the  god  Chons  before  another  of  the  same 
god  but  by  a different  and  superior  title,  prayed  the  latter 
to  send  the  former  to  Bachtan,  giving  him  his  own  divine 
virtue  to  heal  the  prince’s  daughter.  So  the  image  was  sent 
in  its  naos,  mounted  on  a bark,  with  a cortege  of  boats  to 
convey  it  down  the  Nile,  and  one  chariot  and  an  escort  of 
cavalry  for  its  land  journey.  After  a voyage  and  journey  of 
one  year  and  five  months  from  Thebes  it  arrived  at  Bachtan. 
The  prince  with  his  chiefs  and  his  soldiers  met  the  god,  and 
prostrated  themselves  before  him:  when  he  was  brought  into 
the  presence  of  Bent-reschit,  she  was  instantly  relieved,  and 
the  spirit  within  her  welcomed  his  fellow  demon  thus: 
“ W elcome,  great  God,  Expeller  of  Rebels  [a  title  of  Chons] ! 
the  city  of  Bachtan  is  thine : its  people  are  all  thy  subjects  : 
I myself  also  am  thy  slave.  I will  return  whence  I came,  that 
thou  mayest  be  satisfied  as  to  the  object  of  thy  journey:  only, 
may  it  please  thy  Majesty  to  order  that  a festival  be  cele- 
brated in  my  name  by  the  Prince  of  Bachtan.”  Hereupon 
the  god  was  pleased  to  say  to  his  prophet,  “ The  Prince  of 
Bachtan  must  make  a handsome  offering  to  this  spirit.”  The 
Prince,  who  meanwhile  had  been  standing  apart  with  his 
guards  in  profound  awe,  gave  magnificent  gifts  both  to  the 
god  Chons  himself  and  to  the  spirit,  and  celebrated  a festival 
in  their  honour:  after  which  the  spirit  departed  in  peace 
whither  he  would.  The  Prince  in  ecstacy  said  within  himself. 
This  god  must  remain  in  Bachtan : I will  not  have  him  return 
to  Egypt.  So  he  abode  there  three  years  and  nine  months; 
after  which,  one  night  the  Prince  in  a dream  saw  the  god  come 
out  of  his  naos  in  the  shape  of  a golden  hawk,  and  fly  away 
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in  the  direction  of  Egypt ; and  awaking  he  found  himself 
[unwell].  So  he  sent  back  the  god  with  great  honour  and 
pomp ; and  he  returned  safely  to  the  temple  of  Chons  at 
Thebes,  which  he  re-entered  on  the  19th  day  of  Mechir,  in 
the  33rd  year  of  the  king,  and  gave  all  the  rich  presents  he 
had  received  to  the  superior  Chons,  without  reserving  any- 
thing for  his  own  special  sanctuary.  [From  De  Rough’s 
“j Etudes  sur  une  Stele  Egyptienne,”  &c.,  Paris,  1858.] 

Having  reckoned  above  two  average  reigns  of  this 
dynasty  to  B.C.  1157,  a third  average  reign  would  go  on 
to  B.C.  1132.  Or,  if  the  actual  reign  of  Rameses  XI.  be 
supposed  to  begin  in  B.c.  1157,  his  15th  may  be  put  at  B.c. 
1142,  his  26th  at  1131,  and  his  33rd  in  1124.  At  any  rate 
one  may  guess  with  some  probability  that  the  true  date  of  the 
journey  of  the  ark  of  Chons  was  later  than  the  year  B.c. 
1149;  and  that  between  the  first  and  second  embassies  of  the 
Prince  of  Bachtan  something  had  been  heard  of  another 
Ark,  which  was  carried  about  in  Palestine. 

5.  (Generation  iv  of  the  Chronicle?)  Rameses  XV.  f 

[XIII.?  of  De  Roug6,  and  XIII.  of  Lepsius.]  Seha-em- 
Djam  Neter-hak-On,  Merer- Amen  : Ra-men-ma  Sotep-en- 

Fhtha.  Under  him  first  Her-Hor  appears  as  high-priest 
of  Ammon,  and  as  yet  only  a subject,  with  the  titles  of 
“Head  of  Public  Works,”  and  “Fan-bearer  on  the  left  of 
the  King ; ” but  he  is  also  “ Chief  of  the  Army,”  and  “ Chief 
of  the  Two  Countries;”  and  lie  wears  the  uraeus  in  the 
king’s  presence.  His  18th  year,  according  to  M.  de  Rouge, 
is  found  on  the  monuments. 

6.  (Generation  v of  the  Chronicle.)  Her-Hor-Si-amon ; 
the  same  as  was  mentioned  above,  but  now  with  all  the  royal 
titles,  his  title  of  “ High-priest  of  Ammon,”  being  made  into 
a throne-name.  He  is  represented  with  Set  and  Horus ; Set 
crowning  him  with  the  red  crown  of  Lower  Egypt,  Horus 
with  the  white  crown  or  pshent  of  Upper.  His  wife  is  named 
Netem-Nit,  j.  e.  “Delight  of  Neith,”  according  to  M.  de 
Rougd,  who  thinks  this  name  indicates  a connection  with  the 
Delta.  This  is  the  last  king  who  thanks  Ammon  that  “ the 
chiefs  of  all  the  lands  of  the  Rotennou  fall  down  daily  with 
their  tributes  at  his  feet.”  After  his  death  De  Roug6  thinks 
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that  Smcndis,  or  whoever  is  alluded  to  by  that  name,  founded 
an  independent  and  contemporary  dynasty  in  the  Delta,  the 
Tanite  Dyn.  XXI  of  Manetho.  To  this  he  supposes  the 
kings  bearing  the  names  read  by  Lepsius  “ Petuchanu,"  but 
by  himself  “ Hor-Psev-en-schan,”  to  belong;  and  he  identifies 
with  this  name  the  “Psusenes”  and  “ Psinaches”  of  Manetho, 
observing  that  Shishonk  I.,  the  founder  of  the  Bubastite  Dyn. 
XXII  of  Manetho  (the  Tanite  XXI  of  the  Chronicle),  is 
connected  by  the  priesthood  of  Ammon  with  the  priestly 
Diospolites  descended  from  Her-Hor  ; and  that  he  takes  in 
his  standard  the  title  of  “ Uniter  of  the  Upper  and  Lower 
Countries,”  which  therefore  had  before  been  divided.  Lepsius 
thinks  Hcr-IIor  himself  the  head  of  Manetho’s  Tanite  Dyn. 
XXI.  But  it  is  plain  that  the  xn  Diospolite  reigns  of 
Manetho’s  Dyn.  XX  must  include  a line  contemporary  with 
the  Tanites  of  his  Dyn.  XXI  for  93  years  at  least ; since 
the  135  years  given  by  Manetho  to  the  XII  Diospolites  of 
his  Dyn.  XX  are  plainly  insufficient ; and  even  with  the  full 
number  of  228  years,  which  they  have  in  the  Chronicle,  the 
average  length  of  their  reigns  will  not  exceed  19  years.  It 
has  been  observed  that  of  the  numerous  sons  of  Her-Hor 
several  seem  to  have  borne  Asiatic  names. 

Tho^mM-  7.  Perhaps  an  unplaced  llameses.  De  Roug6  places  here 
Humeses  x.  of  Lepsius,  whom  we  have  made  to  be  IX., giving 
1U7i*  as  a reason  that  the  son  of  Her-Hor  named  Pianch,  other- 
wise capable  of  being  regarded  as  his  successor,  abstains  from 
taking  the  royal  titles,  and  is  only  “High-priest  of  Ammon,” 
holding  certain  other  high  offices  besides.  Lepsius  thinks 
this  is  best  explained  by  supposing  that  Pianch  died  before 
his  father.  But,  if  so,  De  Rougd  asks,  how  should  he  have 
the  title  of  High-priest,  which  his  father  and  his  father’s  de- 
scendants retained  to  themselves  when  they  took  the  royal 
standard  and  titles? 

Five  de«cen-  8«  (Generation  vi  of  the  Chronicle,  or  vii  ? ) Pinetem 
from  Ma/"'  (not  Pisem)  son  of  Pianch,  and  grandson  of  lier-Hor. 
April'S  ic*  He  has  titles  of  two  classes,  and  keeps  those  which  suita 
■j;»?  subject  after  he  has  taken  the  royal  titles  and  standard. 

Also  lie  does  not  inclose  his  name  in  a cartouche,  but  leaves 
this  distinction  to  the  two  princesses  Ilent-ta  and  Rakamut 
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(names  recurring  in  the  Tanite-Bubastite  Dyn.  XXI  of  the 
Chronicle,  Dyn.  XXII  of  Manetho),  who  were  probably  the 
heiresses  of  the  Ramessids  and  his  wives.  His  legends  are 
found  chiefly  on  the  temple  of  Chons,  where  are  also  two 
cartouches  ascribed  by  Lepsius  to  Pinetem  II.,  and  perhaps 
rightly,  though  they  may  have  been  taken  later  in  life  by 
Pinetem  I.,  as  his  name  has  been  found  inclosed  in  a ring  on 
a piece  of  leather : and  these  two  cartouches  are  accompanied 
by  the  princess  Hent-ta  offering  to  Maut. 

9.  (Generation  vti  or  vm  of  the  Chronicle  ?).  Ra-men- 
cheper,  son  of  Pinetem  II.,  and  high-priest,  takes  a double 
cartouche.  The  princess  seen  with  him  is  named  Tsi-en- 
Chev,  which  Bhows  some  connection  with  the  first  kings  of 
Dyn.  XIX.  The  same  name  reappears  in  Dyn.  XXII. 

[10.  (?)  Psev-en-schan  I,  or  Pctuchanu  I.,  is  here  inserted 
by  Lepsius  (who  found  the  name  on  bricks  at  Tanis)  as 
father  of  Pinetem  II.  But  on  the  pylon  of  Horus  at 
Knrnak  a high-priest  Pinetem  is  distinctly  described  as 
“ son  of  Ra-men-cheper.”  De  Roug6  therefore  argues 
that  Psev-en-schan  is  probably  one  of  the  contemporary 
Tanites,  whose  independence  commenced  from  after  the 
death  of  Her-Hor.] 

11.  (?)  (Generation  vm  or  ix  of  the  Chronicle?)  Pinetem 
II.,  son  of  Petuchauu  according  to  Lepsius,  but  of  Ra- 
men-cheper  according  to  De  Roug4. 

12.  (?)  Petuchanu  II.,  according  to  Lepsius  (or  Psev-en- 
schan  II.)  whose  daughter  Iiakamat  was  married  to  Osorkon 
the  second  king  of  Dyn.  XXII  of  Manetho,  or  XXI  of  the 
Chronicle.  De  Roug6  doubts  of  the  genealogy  of  the  ances- 
tors of  Shishonk  I.  given  by  Lepsius,  and  thinks  the  Tanites 
had  regained  Thebes,  and  married  the  Theban  heiresses, 
arguing  from  the  fact  that  the  priestly  names  at  Thebes  have 
been  defaced,  and  that  the  names  Rakamat  and  Hent-ta  ap- 
pear in  connection  with  Dyn.  XXII  of  Manetho  (XXI  of  the 
Chronicle),  Hent-ta  being  the  name  of  the  mother  of  the 
Queen  Keromama  in  that  dynasty.  Shishonk  I.,  as  has 
already  been  said,  takes  on  his  banner  the  title  of  “ Uniter 
of  the  Two  Countries.” 

The  number  of  xn  kings  given  by  Manetho  is  thus  made 
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out,  or  nearly  made  out;  but  it  is  not  probable  that  this 
series  of  names  is  either  quite  accurate  or  quite  complete. 

Again,  the  vm  generations  of  the  Chronicle  are  pretty 
clearly  identifiable ; Her-Hor,  with  his  son,  grandson,  and 
great-grandson  making  four  in  the  lower  part  of  the  dynasty, 
Ramoses  XV.(?)  and  XIV.(?)  (XIII.(?)  and  XII.  of  De 
Rougd  and  Lepsius)  being  clearly  two  more,  while  the  three 
unplaced  Ramessids  may  sufficiently  represent  the  first  two 
generations  of  the  dynasty. 

All  the  names  given  above  (except  those  of  Psev-en-schan  I. 
and  II.,  which  M.  de  Rouge  does  not  admit)  are  found  at 
Thebes,  joined  with  indications  of  the  decay  of  the  older 
Ramessid  family,  and  of  a transition  of  power,  through  the 
assumption  of  the  royal  prerogatives  and  titles,  to  the  high- 
priests  of  Ammon.  The  last  seven  names  show  of  them- 
selves that  even  though  connected  in  some  way,  as  they  no 
doubt  were,  with  the  preceding  Ramessids,  they  were  on  the 
whole  of  another  lineage.  But  there  is  no  sufficient  evidence 
to  show  that  these  last  seven  kings  were  connected  prin- 
cipally, either  by  origin  or  residence,  with  Tanis  or  its 
neighbourhood  in  Lower  Egypt;  still  less  to  identify  their 
names  with  the  names  given  by  Manetho  for  his  Tanite 
Dyn.  XXI.  Taking  all  the  thirteen  names  as  they  are 
found  on  the  monuments  at  Thebes,  or  elsewhere,  their 
number  justifies  that  given  by  Manetho  for  the  kings  of 
his  Diospolite  Dyn.  XX;  but  it  requires,  as  has  been  re- 
marked already  above,  the  228  years  of  the  Chronicle  for  the 
true  duration  of  the  dynasty ; seeing  that  xii  kings  in  135 
years  would  reign  on  an  average  only  1 1 years  and  3 months 
apiece;  and  the  average  of  19  years,  which  would  be  given 
by  the  sum  228,  is  quite  as  short  as  there  are  any  indications 
in  the  way  of  decay  or  disorder  to  account  for.  The  repeti- 
tion of  one  and  the  same  name  Rameses  for  fourteen  or 
fifteen  kings,  made  known  by  the  monuments,  affords  an  op- 
portune explanation  both  of  the  growing  negligence  of 
Manetho  in  Dyn.  XIX,  where  he  consolidates  names,  and 
of  his  total  omission  of  names  in  his  Dyn.  XX,  the  number 
of  kings  only  being  there  stated.  And  though  it  is  true 
that  the  last  six  or  seven  names  are  no  longer  Ramessids, 
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still,  as  these  were  Thebans,  and  even  at  Thebes  perhaps  of 
doubtful  legitimacy,  most  of  whose  years  he  cuts  off  from 
Dyn.  XX  of  the  Chronicle  and  transfers  to  a new  inter- 
polated dynasty  of  “ Tanites,”  it  is  not  wonderful  that  his 
disposition  to  treat  the  Ramessids  only  in  the  aggregate 
extended  to  these  also.  With  the  knowledge  that  we  have 
of  the  style  of  his  narrative,  so  entirely  unhistorical,  in  which 
his  extracts  from  the  hieratic  lists  were  incidentally  inserted, 
we  can  understand  a treatment  of  this  Dyn.  XX  which  in 
any  true  historian  or  antiquary,  even  though  a native  of 
Lower  Egypt,  would  have  been  inexplicable. 

As  regards  his  Tanite  Dyn.  XXI,  if  we  had  not  the  nyn.  xxi. 
older  Chronicle  as  a guide,  and  if  Manetho’s  own  number  of  nit”.’  m," 
Theban  kings  in  his  Dyn.  XX,.  and  the  number  of  Theban  »<■.  inn,  o' 

? , , . , • , , April  J\  B.c. 

names  on  the  monuments,  had  not  already  required  the 
restoration  of  the  93  years  cut  off  by  him  from  the  Diospo- 
lites  of  the  Chronicle,  we  should  liave  had  no  little  difficulty. 

For  we  should  have  found  the  accession  of  Shishonk  I. 
(identified  by  the  Theban  monuments  with  the  conqueror  of 
Judasa,  and  the  first  monumental  Tanite  or  Bubastite  king) 
depressed  in  the  lists  by  an  older  Tanite  dynasty  to  Feb.  10, 
n.c.  938,  39  years  and  10  months  below  Thoth  1,  in  B.c. 

978,  i.  e.  nearly  39  below  the  death  of  Solomon.  And  lower 
down  the  accession  of  the  last  Ethiopian  king  Tirhakah 
would  have  seemed  to  stand  by  the  lists  at  Dec.  12,  b.c. 

702,  nearly  8 years  too  low  for  the  synchronism  of  the  14  th 
year  of  Ilezekiah.  But  the  monuments  afford  no  traces 
of  Manetho’s  Tanite  Dyn.  XXI,  regarded  as  a sovereign 
dynasty  of  all  Egypt.  The  Theban  monuments  take  us  di- 
rectly from  the  XII  Theban  kings  of  Manetho’s  anonymous 
Dyn.  XX  to  Shishonk  I.  the  head  of  his  Bubastite  Dyn. 

XXII.  This  Dyn.  XXII  of  Manetho  agrees  in  its  sum 
within  one  year  with  the  Tanite  Dyn.  XXI  of  the  Chronicle ; 
nor  is  there  any  real  difference  in  its  designation.  And  its 
commencement  according  to  the  Chronicle,  at  April  25,  B.c. 

978,  just  exhibits  Shishonk  I.  as  contemporary  with  Solomon 
as  well  as  with  Rehoboam.  Manetho,  by  leaving  six  of  its 
kings  anonymous,  seems  to  hint  that  as  many  names  of  his 
Dyn.  XXI  are  their  representatives  above.  And  lastly, 
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having  already  seen  93  years  to  be  reclaimed  not  only  by 
Dyn.  XX  of  the  Chronicle,  but  even  by  Manetho’s  number 
of  xii  Diospolites  of  his  own  Dyn.  XX,  we  shall  find  the 
remaining  37  years  of  his  Dyn.  XXI  to  be  no  less  certainly 
due  to  other  places  far  below.  On  putting  these  indica- 
tions together,  the  result  is  that  this  first  Tanite  Dyn.  XXI 
of  Manetho  vanishes,  chronologically  at  least,  leaving  his 
Diospolite  Dyn.  XX  in  possession  of  93  of  its  years,  so  as  to 
coincide  really  in  its  ending  with  Dyn.  XX  of  the  Chronicle, 
at  b.c.  978.  The  remaining  37  years,  or  36  of  them  (since  one 
year  is  wanted  to  make  Manetho’s  Bubastite  Dyn.  XXII 
equal  the  Tanite-Bubastite  Dyn.  XXI  of  the  Chronicle) 
with  3 more  (or  2 and  10  months)  by  which  Manetho  has 
been  in  advance  of  the  Chronicle  from  the  beginning,  making 
40  in  all,  or  40  short  by  2 months,  remain  in  hand,  as  a sur- 
plus, to  insert  below  whenever  we  find  ourselves  falling  short 
of  the  Chronicle. 

At  the  same  time,  as  has  been  said  above,  it  does  not 
follow  either  that  the  names  of  Manetho’s  Tanite  Dyn.  XXI 
are  fictitious,  or,  even  if  they  are,  that  there  was  not  some 
connection  between  the  later  kings  of  Dyn.  XX  and  Lower 
Egypt  to  which  Manetho  might  allude  through  his  interpo- 
lated Tanite  Dynasty  XXI.  Shishonk  I.,  the  true  founder 
of  the  first  Tanite-Bubastite  dynasty  which  appears  on  the 
monuments,  might  have  been  already  independent  in  Lower 
Egypt  before  he  became  master  of  Thebes,  or  could  quarry 
stone  at  Silsilis.  Even  his  father  and  grandfather,  or  those 
of  his  wife,  and  others  before  them  (since  every  house  must 
have  had  a beginning),  might  have  been  growing  in  power  in 
the  Delta  as  the  Theban  families  were  declining  and  divided. 
And  the  precise  degree  of  their  power,  the  titles  taken  by 
them,  and  the  spot  of  their  residence  and  their  origin,  are 
points  on  which  we  must  look  to  the  monuments  and  to  fresh 
discoveries  for  information. 

Now  the  names  of  the  following  Dyn.  XXII  of  Manetho, 
ns  Mr.  Birch  has  pointed  out,  are  very  peculiar,  quite  unlike 
those  of  the  Thebans  of  XVIII,  XIX,  and  XX,  whether 
Rnmessids  or  others,  and  showing  traces  rather  of  some  As- 
syrian or  Babylonian  connection,  being  such  as  Shishonk, 
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Osorkon,  Nimrot,  Keromama.  And  Lepsius  has  published 
in  his  Konigsbuch  the  pedigree  of  Shishonk  I.  from  his 
sixth  ancestor.  These  six  names,  which  are  Boueeouda, 
Madsen,  Nebneza,  Petut,  Shishonk,  and  Nimrot,  have  no  ac- 
companying emblems  of  royalty.  The  grandmother  how- 
ever of  Shishonk  I.,  Mehtenhont,  wife  of  his  grandfather 
Shishonk,  after  whom  he  seems  to  have  been  named,  was  a 
king’s  daughter;  and  his  son  and  successor  Osorkon  I. 
married  Rahamat,  daughter  of  Psev-en-schan  or  Petuchanu 
II.,  the  last  king  according  to  Lepsius  of  the  Diospolites, 
whom  he,  to  accommodate  them  to  Manetho’s  lists,  calls 
Tanites.  And  the  name  Psev-en-schan,  or  as  he  writes  it 
Petuchanu,  having  been  found  by  him  on  bricks  iir  the 
mounds  of  Tanis,  may  seem  to  indicate,  for  the  two  kings 
of  this  name  at  least,  a real  Tanite  connection ; for  which 
reason  M.  De  Roug6  is  for  separating  them  from  those  other 
names,  found  at  Thebes,  which  belong  certainly  to  the  de- 
scendants of  Her-Hor.  Signs  however  of  some  connection 
between  the  highpriests  of  Ammon  at  Thebes  and  the 
Eastern  part  of  the  Delta  have  been  noticed  as  existing  at  a 
much  earlier  date  under  Dyn.  XIX,  when  a highpriest  of 
Ammon,  Rameses-Nechtu,  was  named  under  Rameses  IV.  as 
son  of  Pet-2?os/,  Bast  being  the  great  goddess  of  Bubastis. 
But  whatever  becomes  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XXI,  those  alli- 
ances which  are  indicated  by  the  monuments,  especially  by 
the  pedigree  alluded  to,  sufficiently  account  for  the  rise  of 
the  family  of  Shishonk  I.;  and  they  make  it  probable  that 
he  had  already  begun  to  reign  in  Lower  Egypt  some  time 
before  he  became  master  of  Thebes.  So  the  last  name,  “ Su- 
senes  ” (which  is  probably  only  a varied  form  of  Shishonk), 
in  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XXI  may  be  admitted  perhaps  as  desig- 
nating one  and  the  same  king  with  the  first  name  “ Seson- 
chis  ” of  his  Dyn.  XXII,  but  representing  an  earlier  reign 
or  co-regnancy  before  he  became  sovereign  of  all  Egypt.  Of 
the  remaining  six  names  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XXI  two,  the 
second  and  the  fifth,  another  Psousenes  and  an  Osorkon, 
look  like  anticipations  of  names  of  his  Dyn.  XXII ; two 
more,  the  first  of  the  dynasty  and  the  fourth,  Ismcndes  and 
Amenophthis,  remind  one  of  the  Diospolitan  dynasties  at 

R 2 


Digitized  by  Google 


244 


EGYPTIAN  CHEONICLES. 


the  expense  of  which  this  has  been  fabricated ; another, 
Nephercheres,  the  third,  takes  us  back  to  far  earlier  times; 
while  the  sixth,  Psinaches,  which  alone  remains,  even  if 
identified  with  Petuchanu,  would  scarcely  suffice  to  make  all 
the  6 or  7 later  Diospolitcs  into  a real  Tanite  dynasty  of  which 
Manetho  should  have  only  corrupted  the  names.  But  none 
of  these  six  as  they  stand,  as  kings,  receive  any  countenance 
either  from  the  Tanite-Bubastite  pedigree  of  Shishonk  I. 
published  by  Lepsius,  or  from  those  Diospolite  names  of  the 
monuments  which  he  would  identify  with  the  Tanite  Dyn. 
XXI  of  Manetho.  Still  they  probably  indicate  the  growing 
importance  in  Lower  Egypt  of  some  Tanite  family. 

Dyn.  xxii.  But  as  regards  Dyn.  XXII  of  Manetho,  which  we  have 
■S’wS'io*4*  now  mac*e  coincide  with  XXI  of  the  Chronicle,  recent 
»x\w14'  discoveries  have  enabled  us  to  fill  up  the  six  names  left 
blank  by  Manetho ; and  the  list  of  the  ix  actual  kings  is 
given  by  Lepsius  as  follows  : 

1.  Shishonk  I.,  Ustroyy^is  (his  21st  year  occurs  on 

the  monuments)  : Manetho  gives  him  . .21 

2.  Osorkon  I.,  'Ocropdwv:  Manetho  gives  him  . 15 

3.  Tahelot  I.  (his  12th  is  marked  at  Karnak) 

4.  Osorkon  II.  (his  23rd  is  on  an  Apis-stele) 

5.  Shishonk  II.  The  three  are  anonymous  in 
• the  lists,  and  have  together  25  [29  ?]  years. 

6.  Takelot  II.  T aKe\co0is  (his  14th  is  on  an  Apis- 

stele):  Manetho  gives  him  . . . .13 

7.  f Shishonk  III.  (In  his  28th  an  Apis  was  born 

which  died  in  the  2nd  of  Piehai,  aged  26  years. 

So  Shishonk  III.  reigned  over  51  full  years,  and 
the  Apis-bull  was  allowed  to  live  over  25  years) 

8.  J Piehai  (grandson  of  Shishonk  III? — his  2nd 
' occurs). 

9.  Shishonk  IV.  (An  Apis  died  in  his  37th.) 
Manetho  again  throwing  together  these  last 
three  reigns  without  names  gives  them  all  a 

.sum  of  only 42 

Sum  given  120 

On  a stele  found  in  the  tomb  of  that  Apis  which  died  in 
the  37th  of  Shishonk  IV.,  llorpeson,  the  dedicator,  priest 
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of  Neith,  names  fifteen  generations  of  his  own  family,  so 
going  back  six  generations  above  the  head  of  Dyn.  XXII 
of  Africanus.  And  to  the  eleventh  degree  backwards  he 
names  both  father  and  mother.  He  was  in  the  sixth  degree 
from  a king  of  the  reigning  family ; and  from  this  ancestor 
upwards  the  kings  of  the  dynasty  are  named  as  his  ancestors, 
while  the  highest  six  (above  Shishonk  I.)  are  probably  the 
citizen  ancestors  of  the  Bubastite  family,  reaching  seemingly 
to  the  times  of  Her-Hor  (whom  Lepsius  supposes  to  have 
been  himself  by  origin  from  Tanis,  and  so  the  founder  of 
Manetho’s  Dyn.  XXI). 

After  adding,  as  above,  4 years  to  one  of  the  reigns  or 
sums  of  reigns  in  the  present  text  of  Manetho’s  lists,  to 
produce  the  sum  of  120  given  for  the  dynasty,  and  after 
further  adding  one  year  more  from  the  37  unchronological 
years  of  his  Dyn.  XXI  to  raise  the  sum  of  this  dynasty  to 
121  years  to  coincide  with  the  121  which  it  has  as  Dyn. 
XXI  of  the  Chronicle, — if  we  divide  121  by  9,  we  obtain 
an  average  length  of  reign  for  the  ix  kings  of  only  13  years 
and  3 months ; whereas  the  Chronicle  gives  to  the  121  years 
of  its  Dyn.  XXI  only  vi  generations  with  an  average  even 
so  of  only  20  years  and  2 months,  representing  perhaps  the 
actual  reigns.  Again,  therefore,  the  number  of  kings  given 
by  Manetho  forces  us  to  the  conclusion  that  he  has  impro- 
perly compressed  into  120  years  those  IX  kings  which  in  the 
Chronicle  are  divided  between  its  two  Tanite  Dynasties 
XXI  and  XXII,  the  former  with  six  generations  and  reigns 
in  121  years,  the  latter  with  three  generations  or  reigns  in 
48  years.  And  the  indications  of  the  monuments  justify  this 
inference,  showing  that  the  years  assigned  by  Manetho  are 
far  from  representing  the  true  length  of  the  reigns.  The 
genealogy  too  has  been  made  out  with  sufficient  fulness  to 
show  that,  apart  from  any  care  for  the  average  length  of 
reigns,  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  had  no  such  reason  to 
make  six  of  the  nine  actual  reigns  into  only  two  generations 
as  the  consolidations  exhibited  by  Manetho  would  suggest, 
or  as  the  monuments  in  other  cases,  as  in  that  of  the  four 
sons  of  Rameses  III.,  have  been  seen  to  afford. 

So,  then,  the  first  six  generations,  or  perhaps  the  first  seven 
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Drn.  XXIII. 
ii  Taoltes.19 
Iroin  March 
14,  B.c.  809, 
to  March  9, 
».C.  790. 


Dyn.  XXIV. 
ill  ShUpb.  4-4. 
March  9,  b.c. 
790,  to  Feb. 
26,  B.c.  746. 


actual  reigns,  of  these  nine  Tanite  or  Bubastite  kings  (and 
their  special  residence  seems  to  have  been  at  Bubastis, 
though  the  Chronicle  names  only  Tanis,  the  original  capital 
of  the  Delta),  take  us,  according  to  the  Chronicle,  from  b.c. 
978  to  B.c.  857 ; and  the  remaining  three  generations,  or 
perhaps  only  two  actual  reigns,  take  us  on  to  b.c.  809,  when  we 
have  already  exhibited  the  Tanite  Dyn.  XXII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, and  are  advanced  48  years  into  the  89  of  Manetho’s 
Dyn.  XXIII,  which  he  also  calls  Tanite.  The  first  name 
in  this  dynasty,  Petubast,  is  displaced,  unless  he  were  con- 
current, by  the  continuance  of  the  preceding  kings,  and  must 
be  put  down  over  the  heads  of  his  two  successors,  Osorchon 
and  Psammis,  whose  18  full  years  in  the  list  of  Africanus 
identify  them  pretty  clearly  with  the  two  generations  in  19 
years,  making  Dyn.  XXIII  of  the  Chronicle.  The  names 
certainly  indicate  the  same  lineage  with  the  Tanites  and 
Bubastites  preceding ; but  the  Chronicle  may  have  had  some 
ground,  notwithstanding,  for  calling  them,  as  it  does,  Dios- 
polites,  just  as,  in  Dyn.  XXIV,  both  the  Chronicle  and 
Manetho  designate  as  Saites  kings  whose  names  (Petubast, 
and  perhaps  Takelut)  still  show  traces  of  the  Tanite-Bubas- 
tite  lineage.  So  with 

1.  f Osorkon  IV.,  ’O abpywv  of  the  monuments,  and 

2.  ( Psimut,  ''Vdfj.fLovs,  whose  name  occurs  at  Thebes, 

we  have  advanced  to  B.c.  790,  and  have  completed  Dynasty 
XXIII  of  the  Chronicle,  and  (48  + 19  = ) 67  years  of  the 
89  of  Dyn.  XXIII  of  Manetho,  having  22  still  remaining  to 
go,  with  the  names  of  Petubast  and  Zet  put  down,  and  with 
the  single  name  of  Bocchoris  with  only  6 years,  which  con- 
stitutes his  Saite  Dynasty  XXIV,  towards  the  three  gene- 
rations and  44  years  of  the  Saite  Dynasty  XXIV  of  the 
Chronicle.  This  dynasty  also  is  represented  on  the  monu- 
ments by  two  out  of  its  three  names,  viz. — 

1.  Pet-si-bast,  Ylerovf3d<m)s,  and 

[2.  Zr,r,  or  whatever  is  the  true  name,  has  not  yet  been 
discovered  on  the  monuments] 

3.  Bek-en-ranf,  B6/c%opis.  An  Apis -bull,  No.  34  of  M. 
Mariette,  died  in  the  6th  year  of  Bocchoris;  and  this  Apis 
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being  buried  in  the  same  chamber  with  Apis  No.  33,  which 
died  in  the  37th  year  of  Sliishonk  IV.,  with  signs  of  his 
being  the  immediate  successor,  M.  Mnriette  concludes  “ that 
during  the  89  years  of  Manetho’s  Dynasty  XXIII  no  Apis 
appeared.”  But  we  have  seen  that  the  first  48  years  of 
the  89  of  Manetho’s  Dynasty  XXIII  are  really  covered  by 
the  ix  kings  of  his  Dyn.  XXII,  of  whom  Shishonk  IV.  is 
the  last.  Supposing,  therefore,  the  Apis  No.  34  to  have 
been  born  in  the  37th  year  of  Shishonk  IV.,  and  Shishonk  to 
have  reigned  no  more  than  37  years,  the  true  interval  can- 
not comprise  less  than  the  19  years  of  Dyn.  XXIII  of  the 
Chronicle  -f  two  years  for  two  out  of  the  three  reigns  of 
Dyn.  XXIV  + 5 years  of  Bocchoris,  in  all  26  years ; nor, 
on  the  other  hand,  can  it  contain  more  than  19  + 38  + 5,  that 
is,  in  all  62  years.  Between  these  extreme  limits  it  must 
be  determined,  in  default  of  fresh  discoveries,  approxima- 
tively,  by  considering  how  far  we  may  venture  to  go  on 
the  one  hand  in  extending  the  life  of  the  bull  beyond  the 
minimum  of  26  years,  and  on  the  other  in  shortening  the 
reigns  of  the  first  two  kings  of  Dynasty  XXIV,  Bocchoris 
being  certainly  the  third  and  last.  If  Petubast  reigned  only 
1 2 years,  and  Zet,  or  whoever  was  the  second  king,  only 
one,  the  bull’s  life,  if  he  were  born  in  the  year  of  his  sup- 
posed predecessor’s  death,  would  still  be  extended  to  the 
length  of  39  years. 

According  to  one  writer,  Teyvans,  which  is  only  another 
form  of  writing  T aniXtodis,  according  to  another  7'nephactos, 
which  may  be  a corruption  of  the  same,  was  the  father  of 
Bocchoris.  But  leaving  this  question,  which  further  dis- 
coveries alone  can  solve,  we  observe  that  Manctho,  at  the 
end  of  this  ignominious  Saite  Dyn.  XXIV,  is  short  of  the 
end  of  the  same  in  the  Chronicle  by  16  years,  which  we 
must  supply  from  the  36  unchronological  years  of  his  Dyn. 

XXI  still  available.  With  16  of  these  allowed  to  reckon 
as  depressing  the  years  below  them,  his  Dyn.  XXIV  may 
be  mode  to  end  coincidently  with  the  same  Dyn.  XXIV  in 
the  Chronicle  at  B.  c.  746. 

The  Ethiopian  Dyn.  XXV  of  in  Generations  in  the  n».  xxv. 

,,  . ^Ethiopian*. 

Chronicle,  and  ot  in  actual  reigns  according  to  Manetno,  is  «•  *'*'»•  sc, 
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R.c.  74ft,  to 
Feb.  11,  b.c. 
683. 


Anarchy,  8. 
Feb.  10,  b.c. 
683,  to  Feb.  i 
B.c.  675,  or 
dodecnrchy, 
20,  to  Feb.  6, 
B.c.  463. 


fully  illustrated  by  the  monuments,  which  exhibit  its  three 
kings,  Sabaco,  Sevechus,  and  Taracus  of  the  lists,  thus: — 

1.  Shabak,  lafiaKcav.  (An  Apis-bull,  No.  35,  died  in  his 
2nd  year ; and  in  the  same  chamber  were  found  traces  of  the 
cartouches  of  his  successor  Shabatok,  connected  perhaps 
with  the  burial  of  another  bull.) 

2.  Shabatok, 

3.  Tahark,  T apiucqs.  Mechir  13  of  his  24th  is  marked  on 
a stele  as  the  date  of  the  death  of  the  Apis  No.  36. 

But  the  monuments  seem  to  indicate  that  the  reigns  of 
these  three  kings  lasted  longer  than  the  40  years  of  Manetho, 
or  even  than  the  44  of  the  Chronicle  (for  Manetho  again  falls 
short  by  4 years),  so  as  to  justify  the  assertion  of  Herodotus 
that  the  Ethiopian  Sabaco  (for  he  blends  the  three  kings 
into  one)  ruled  Egypt  “ above  50  years.”  But  in  this,  as 
in  other  cases,  the  Chronicle  might  have  some  fair  ground 
for  assigning  them  only  44  years  (and  of  course  it  would 
give  them  as  few  as  possible).  If,  for  example,  as  has  been 
said  above,  it  were  after  44  years  that  Tirhakah  “ voluntarily 
retired  from  Egypt,”  making  Napata  his  capital  (of  which 
the  monuments  afford  proof),  while  Egypt  from  that  time 
began  again  to  be  governed  by  native  rulers,  though  divided, 
and  still  for  a time  indirectly  and  partially  under  Ethiopian 
supremacy : so  when  the  40  years  of  Manetho  have  been 
filled  up  to  44,  and  his  Dynasty  XXV  made  to  end  in 
B.C.  702,  where  it  ends  according  to  the  Chronicle,  his  40 
surplus  years  unchronologically  inserted  above  (37  of  them 
in  his  Dyn.  XXI  and  the  other  3 long  before)  are 
reduced  to  19,  still  uncompensated,  which  depress  the 
end  of  the  Ethiopian  dynasty  from  B.C.  702,  where  it  is 
put  by  the  Chronicle,  to  683,  as  if  that  dynasty  really  lasted 
not  only  44  years  to  the  time  when  Tirhakah  ceased  to 
reign  personally  in  Egypt,  but  in  all  to  his  death  63  years ; 
and  it  is  highly  probable  that  this  was  really  the  case. 

Manetho,  then,  having  already  covered  by  years  unchro- 
nologically  placed  above  in  his  Dyn.  XXI,  or  earlier,  19  of 
those  years  which  the  Chronicle  reckons  to  its  Dyn.  XXVI, 
or,  to  speak  more  exactly,  19  all  but  two  months  (Dynasty 
XVII  of  Manetho  as  restored  from  Josephus  having  had  a 
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sum  of  259  years  and  10  months  which  we  have  been 
reckoning  as  260  current  years),  it  is  plain  that  he  still 
wants  158  years,  or  158  years  and  2 months,  to  make  his 
Dyn.  XXVI  of  ix  Suites  end  coincidently  with  the  Mem- 
pliitico-Saite  Dynasty  XXVI  of  the  Chronicle,  which  has 
vn  generations  in  177  years.  But,  in  fact,  Manetho  gives  to 
his  IX  Suites  only  150  years  and  6 months,  seemingly  less  by 
7 years  and  8 months,  but  really  by  8 years  and  2 months, 
than  what  are  wanted.  Respecting  the  true  chronological 
place  of  this  deficit  there  can  be  no  doubt,  as  the  conquest 
of  Egypt  by  Cambyses  is  the  point  from  which  both  Ma- 
netho and  the  Chronicle  in  common  make  the  next  dynasty, 
that  of  the  Persians,  to  commence ; and  there  is  no  room  for 
the  insertion  of  any  years  into  the  lists  of  Manetho  between 
the  accession  of  Psammitichus  I.  and  the  conquest  of  Cam- 
byses. It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  8 years  and  2 months 
wanting  have  been  omitted  by  Manetho  from  the  same 
place  with  the  19  years  last  considered,  of  which  they  were 
chronologically  the  continuation.  And  we  shall  see  that 
Manetho  compensates  for  his  omission  of  these  8 years  and 
2 months,  by  an  unchronological  insertion  of  them  below, 
where  they  can  have  no  place,  just  as  he  compensated  above, 
by  an  unchronological  anticipation  in  his  Dynasty  XXI  or 
earlier,  for  those  (16  + 4 + 19  = ) 39  years  of  the  Saites  and 
Ethiopians  of  Dynasties  XXIV  and  XXV  which  he  de- 
termined to  omit  at  their  true  places.  So  we  need  not  make 
any  difficulty  at  finding  that,  according  to  his  apparent 
chronology,  his  Suite  Dynasty  XXVI  would  end,  and  Cam- 
byses (“  in  his  5th  Persian  year  ”)  would  conquer  Egypt  as 
early  as  May  in  b.c.  533,  that  is,  in  the  4th  year  before  the 
death  of  Cyrus.  But  understanding  what  he  himself  under- 
stands and  hints  (though  on  the  surface  he  seems  quite  re- 
gardless of  chronology),  we  may  use  by  anticipation  and  place 
next  after  the  Ethiopians,  from  Dec.  8,  b.c.  684,  to  Feb.  9, 
B.c.  675,  all  those  8 years  and  2 months  which  we  shall  find  in- 
serted where  they  can  have  no  true  chronological  place  below. 
These  8 years  and  2 months  will  consist,  first,  of  the  6 months 
of  Psammicherites,  the  ninth  and  last  king  of  Manetho’s 
Dyn.  XXVII,  these  being  really  included  in  the  3 years  of 
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Cambyses,  whose  conquest  is  antedated  by  some  6 months, 
so  as  to  be  set  at  the  beginning  of  his  5 th  Persian  year.  Next 
there  are  4 months  added  to  the  124  years  of  the  Persian 
dynasty.  Then  the  whole  6 years  of  Dyn.  XXVIII  of  Ma- 
netho  are  unchronological ; and  lastly,  1 year  and  4 months 
added  by  him  to  his  Dyn.  XXIX  These  additions,  making 
in  all  8 years,  besides  2 odd  months  (the  old  debt  due  as 
complement  to  the  fraction  of  10  months  of  Manetho’s 
Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Shepherds),  take  us  from  Feb.  11,  b.c. 
583  (strictly  Dec.  8,  B.c.  584),  to  Feb.  9,  b.c.  575,  whence 
there  are  150  true  years  to  the  end  of  the  44th  of  Amasis 
and  the  beginning  of  the  5th  Persian  and  1st  Egyptian  year 
of  Cambyses,  Jan.  2,  B.c.  525,  where  the  Chronicle  also  ends 
its  Memphitico-Saite  and  commences  its  Persian  dynasty. 

It  is  plain,  both  from  the  monuments  and  from  Herodo- 
tus, that  Psammitichus  I.  was  really  the  founder  of  this 
Saite  dynasty;  and  the  monuments  prove  that  the  whole 
space  covered  by  the  five  kings  from  Psammitichus  to 
Amasis  inclusive  (Psammicheritcs  being  included  as  afore- 
said in  the  5th  year  of  Cambyses),  amounted  to  138  years 
lying  between  Feb.  6,  B.c.  663,  and  Jan.  2,  B.C.  525. 
Manetho,  therefore,  in  giving  to  the  five  kings  only  (54  + 
6 + 6 + 19  + 44  =)  129  years,  falls  short  of  the  true 
sum  of  their  reigns  by  9 years,  which  must  be  taken 
from  the  three  nominal  reigns  of  (7  + 6 + 8=)21  years 
which  in  his  lists  precede  the  accession  of  Psammitichus  I. 
After  this  deduction,  12  years  still  remain  attached  to 
three  names  preceding  that  of  Psammitichus  I.,  and  cover- 
ing the  interval  from  b.c.  675,  to  b.c.  663.  Thus  the 
whole  interval  from  the  retirement  of  Tirhakah  from  Egypt 
to  Napata  to  the  accession  of  Psammitichus  I.  is  collected 
from  Manetho  and  the  Chronicle  to  have  been  (19  + 8 + 
12  = ) 39  years,  and  the  whole  interval  from  the  death  of 
Tirhakah  and  the  end  of  Ethiopian  supremacy  to  the  acces- 
sion of  Psammitichus  is  20  years,  which  last  20  years  must 
be  supposed  to  contain  the  dodecarchy  of  Herodotus  and 
the  “ anarchy  ” of  Diodorus.  But  the  first  three  names  of 
the  dynasty  in  Manetho’s  lists  are  probably  meant  to  cover 
indirectly — and  the  first  two  generations  of  the  vn  of  the 
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Chronicle  certainly  cover — the  whole  39  years  which  inter- 
vened between  the  retirement  of  Tirhakah  and  the  accession 
of  Psammitichus  I.  So  vm  nominal  kings  of  Manetho  would 
have  an  average  of  22  years,  while  the  VII  generations  of 
the  Chronicle  have  an  average  of  25  years  and  something 
over  2 months  each.  But  if  Manetho’s  lists  were  taken 
simply  as  they  stand,  IX  actual  kings,  in  only  150  years  and 
6 months,  would  seem  to  have  average  reigns  of  only  16 
years  and  between  8 and  9 months  each ; and  if  even  the  last 
king  were  omitted,  the  remaining  VIII  in  150  years  would 
have  only  18  years  and  between  8 and  9 months  each. 

Necho  I.,  the  father  of  Psammitichus  I.,  is  named  by  He- 
rodotus, not  indeed  as  having  actually  reigned,  but  as  having 
had  some  apparent  title  for  reigning,  on  account  of  which 
he  was  slain  by  the  Ethiopian  Sabaco,  a name  which  with 
Herodotus  covers  equally  Sevechus  and  Tirhakah,  while 
Psammitichus  I.,  then  very  young,  was  saved  by  being  car- 
ried into  Syria.  Of  the  two  preceding  names,  Stephinates 
and  Nechepsos,  intended  perhaps  to  connect  Psammitichus  I. 
with  the  native  Saites  who  had  reigned  before  the  Ethio- 
pian invasion,  neither  Herodotus  nor  the  monuments  afford 
any  trace.  But  the  monuments,  especially  at  Thebes,  do 
exhibit  other  names  belonging  to  the  interval  between  Tir- 
hakah’s  withdrawal  to  Napata  and  the  accession  or  undis- 
puted sovereignty  of  Psammitichus  I.  A king  named  Kasto 
or  Kasen  is  found,  and  his  daughter  Amuniritis,  whose  car- 
touches,  according  to  Lepsius,  are  respected,  while  those  of 
her  consort,  a king  named  Pianclii,  are  defaced.  She  and 
her  husband  may  be  the  source  of  the  “ 'Adepts,  A Idtoyfr” 
who  heads  Dyn.  XXVI  with  12  years  in  the  list  of  Euse- 
bius, though  whence  precisely  Eusebius  obtained  so  im- 
portant a variant  is  not  easy  to  conjecture.  The  name 
Pianchi  belongs  also  to  two  other  kings,  successors  of  Tir- 
hakah at  Napata,  and  no  doubt  of  the  same  family.  A 
daughter  of  Pianchi  and  Amuniritis  again,  named  Sepunte- 
put,  being  married  to  Psammitichus  I.,  brought  to  aid  him 
in  establishing  Ins  new  dynasty  both  a title  to  Theban  legi- 
timacy and  an  Ethiopian  connection ; though  as  a separate 
line  of  kings  reigned  after  Tirhakah  at  Napata,  Psammiti- 
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chus,  in  spite  of  this  connection,  had  still  need  to  keep  an 
army  on  his  southern  frontier.  Kasto  or  Kasen,  then,  with 
his  queen,  and  their  daughter  the  queen  Amuniritis  with 
her  husband  Pianchi,  may  represent  the  first  two  of  the  vn 
generations  given  by  the  Chronicle  to  its  Dyn.  XXVI ; and 
the  whole  series  of  the  Chronicle  may  be  exhibited  from  the 
monuments  as  follows:  — 

(Generation  I.)  Kasto  or  Kasen.  He  began  to  reign  under 
Tirhakah,  on  his  withdrawal  to  Napatain  Ethiopia,  Feb.  15, 
in  the  year  n.C.  702? 

(Generation  II.)  Ammuniritis  ('  Ap/ispis?)  and  Pianchi 
(A I0io\fr?),  who  reigned  at  least  12  years  according  to  an  in- 
scription on  the  bandages  of  a mummy  in  the  British 
Museum,  mentioned  by  M.  Mariette.  The  time  given  to 
these  two  generations,  answering  to  the  first  three  names  of 
Manctho’s  ix  kings,  ends  Feb.  6,  B.c.  663. 

(Generation  ill.)  Psamtik  I.  54,  from  Feb.  6,  B.C.  663, 
to  Jan.  23,  b.c.  609.  From  his  accession  to  the  end  of  the 
44th  of  Amasis,  viz.  Jan.  2,  B.c.  525,  the  whole  interval  is 
shown  by  the  monuments  to  be  1 38  years ; consequently  his 
accession  is  to  be  put  at  Thoth  1,  B.c.  663.  An  important 
inscription,  connecting  the  reign  of  Psamtik  I.  with  that  of 
Tirhakah  is  thus  given  by  M.  Mariette  from  a stele  of  his 
Apis,  No.  37  : — “ In  the  year  20,  Mesori  20  [Jan.  15,  B.c. 
643  ?]  under  the  king  [Psamtik  I.]  was  manifested  this  Apis, 
living  towards  heaven  [i.  e.  he  died].  This  God  was  con- 
ducted to  join  the  good  Amenti  [i.  e.  was  buried]  in  the  year 
21,  Paophi  25.  He  was  born  in  the  26th  of  the  king  [Tir- 
hakah] and  conducted  into  Ptah-hat-ka  [i.  e.  was  installed  at 
Memphis]  Pharmouthi  9.  [This  stele  was]  made  in  the 
year  21  [of  Psamtik  I.].”  M.  Mariette  observes,  that  he 
would  have  been  glad  to  translate  the  last  words  “ [11]  fit 
[sa  vie]  en  21  ans,”  “ He  lived  in  all  21  years,”  but  the  form 
for  duration  of  life  is  too  uniform  and  too  well-known  to 
admit  of  any  doubt.  To  which  wc  may  add,  that  the  whole 
inscription  is  beautifully  cut,  and  the  figures  and  names  as 
clear  as  could  be  wished.  Unless  therefore  any  one  should 
imagine  that  the  date  for  the  birth  of  this  Apis  was  really  un- 
known, and  was  put  conjecturally  in  the  26th  of  Tirhakah,  as 
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being  the  year  of  the  death  of  his  predecessor,  it  is  necessary 
either  to  bring  down  arbitrarily  the  26th  of  Tirhakah  below 
B.c.  683,  which  we  have  found  to  be  indicated  by  Manetho 
as  the  year  of  his  death,  or  else  to  admit  that  this  Apis-bull 
lived  at  least  40  years.  If  the  26th  of  Tirhakah  is  put  down 
below  b.c.  683,  it  follows  that  his  first  had  not  yet  begun  in 
the  14th  year  of  Hezekiah,  B.C.  709  ; and  the  difficulty  hence 
arising  is  only  awkwardly  palliated  by  supposing,  without 
other  grounds,  that  Tirhakah  was  already,  in  b.c.  709,  asso- 
ciated with  his  father,  though  his  years  were  reckoned  after- 
wards from  his  later  accession  after  his  father’s  death.  But 
it  seems  that  this  Apis,  No.  37,  attracted  far  more  venera- 
tion than  any  of  his  predecessors,  no  less  than  168  votive 
stelae,  53  of  them  dated,  having  been  found,  as  M.  Mariette 
relates,  in  his  tomb.  This  extraordinary  veneration  must 
certainly  have  had  some  cause ; and  extraordinary  longevity 
is  the  most  natural  cause,  in  such  a case,  that  the  imagi- 
nation could  suggest.  It  is  just  the  explanation  which 
would  have  commended  itself  even  without  proof ; but  being 
forced  upon  us,  as  it  is,  by  separate  chronological  indications, 
it  is  certainly  not  to  be  rejected.  The  day  of  the  bull’s 
death,  according  to  the  stele  above  mentioned,  was  20  Mechir, 
i.e.  Jan.  15,  and  so  seemingly  at  the  end  of  the  20th  year  of 
Psammitichus  I. ; and  M.  Mariette  observes  that  all  the  dates 
of  the  dated  stelae  found  in  the  tomb  fall  within  the  70  days 
of  the  funeral,  during  which  alone  on  such  occasions  the 
tomb  remained  open.  He  adds  that  this  was  the  last  Apis 
buried  in  the  older  Apis-cemetery  of  Rameses  II.,  and  before 
the  inauguration  of  the  magnificent  new  galleries  of  Psam- 
mitichus I.,  in  which  the  next  Apis,  No.  38,  was  buried  by 
that  king,  in  his  52nd  year.  So  here  again  there  was  an  in- 
terval between  these  two  Apises  of  32  years.  Only  in  this 
case  it  is  open  to  suppose  that  there  may  have  been  another 
bull  between,  whose  tomb  has  not  been  found  ; or  else  that 
there  was  an  interval  of  some  years  between  the  death  of  No. 
37  and  the  birth  of  his  successor,  though  in  general  “ the 
search  of  the  Egyptians  for  their  Apis  did  not  last  long.” 
After  these  two  Apises,  the  next.  No.  39,  was  bom  in  the 
53rd  year  of  Psammitichus  I.,  Mechir  19,  and  he  died  in  the 
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16th  year  of  Necho,  on  the  6th  day  of  the  second  month, 
Paophi,  aged  16  years,  7 months,  and  7 days. 

(Generation  iv.)  Necho.  15,  and  part  of  a 16th,  Jan.  23,  B.c. 
609,  to  Jan.  19,  B.c.  594.  The  Apis  No.  40  of  M.  Mariette, 
was  born  in  his  16th  year,  Paophi  7 ; was  installed  in  the  1st 
of  Psamtik  II.,  Epiphi  9;  and  died  in  the  12th  of  Ouaphre, 
Pharinouthi  12,  aged  17  years,  6 months,  and  5 days.  Hence 
it  seems  that  the  16th  of  Necho’s  actual  reign  is  imperfect, 
and  that  part  of  the  first  year  of  the  actual  reign  of  Psamtik 
II.  enters  into  the  same  civil  year.  Consequently  the  whole 
of  that  civil  year  will  technically  be  reckoned  as  the  first 
of  Psamtik  II.,  though  Necho  may  still  have  technically 
as  well  as  actually  a sixteenth  year,  when  his  accession  is 
antedated  so  as  to  cover  the  fractional  months  of  his  prede- 
cessor. 

(Generation  v.)  Psamtik  II.  6,  from  Jan.  19,  b.c.  594 
to  Jan.  18,  B.c.  588.  The  Apis  No.  40,  above  mentioned, 
shows  him  to  have  reigned  5 years  complete,  and  a sixth, 
identical  in  part  with  the  16th  of  his  predecessor. 

(Generation  vi.)  Ouapkre-het.  19,  from  Jan.  18,  B.c. 
588  to  Jan.  13,  B.c.  569.  The  Apis  No.  40  died  in  his  12th; 
but  the  next  Apis,  No.  41,  was  not  born  till  the  5th  of  Amasis. 
Two  stelae  at  Leyden  and  Florence,  giving  the  births  of  two 
men  in  regnal  years  of  Necho,  and  their  deaths  in  regnal 
years  of  Amasis,  both  fix  the  interval  between  the  year 
named  of  Necho  and  the  year  of  the  same  number  of  Amasis, 
to  be  40  years.  Wherefore,  as  the  16  of  Necho  and  the 
6 of  Psamtik  II.  have  been  found  to  make  together  only  21, 
Ouaphre-het  must  have  had  19  years  complete. 

(Generation  vii.)  Aahmes.  44,  from  Jan.  13,  B.c.  569,  to 
Jan.  2,  B.c.  525.  The  Apis  No.  41  was  born  in  his  5th 
year,  Thoth  7,  and  died  in  his  23rd,  Phamenoth  6,  having 
lived  18  years  and  6 months.  The  44th  of  Amasis  is  found 
on  the  monuments ; consequently  his  accession,  reckoned  up 
from  Jan.  2 in  B.c.  525,  should  be  at  Jan.  13,  in  b.c.  569, 
and  that  of  Necho  at  Jan.  23,  in  609 ; and  that  of  Psamtik 
I.  at  Feb.  6,  in  b.c.  663.  Lastly, 

Psamtik  III.,  the  Psammenitus  of  Herodotus  and  Psam- 
micherites  of  the  lists  of  Manetho  and  his  ninth  king,  ap- 
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pears  on  the  monuments;  but  he  has  no  place  chronologically, 
as  his  6 months  are  included  in  the  5th  Persian  year  of  Cam- 
byses,  in  the  course  of  which  he  conquered  Egypt,  and  from 
the  beginning  of  which  commences  his  technical  or  antedated 
Egyptian  reign. 

According  to  our  scale  of  sacred  Chronology,  combined 
with  that  of  the  old  Chronicle,  the  Egyptian  accession  of 
Sabaco  being  fixed  to  Feb.  26,  b.c.  746,  the  dealings  of 
Hoshea,  king  of  Israel,  with  So,  Sua,  or  Segor  (probably 
Sevechus  of  the  lists),  should  be  about  b.c.  720,  3 years  be- 
fore the  capture  of  Samaria,  in  B.c.  717,  or  perhaps  a little 
earlier ; the  coming  forth  of  Tirhakah  from  Ethiopia  to  meet 
Sennacherib,  in  the  14th  of  Hezekiah,  should  be  in  b.c. 

709. 

The  Persian  Dyn.  XXYII  of  Manetho,  with  vm  actual  n.n.xxvn. 

...  _ - . _ , v Persian*. 

kings  in  124  years  and  4 months,  is  of  course  really  identical  Jjn-jj. 
and  coincident  (the  4 months  being  unchronological,  and  jjjc-  *•  “ c- 
having  been  already  anticipated  at  their  true  place)  with 
Dyn.  XXVIII  of  the  Chronicle,  which  has  v generations  in 
124  years.  It  takes  us  from  Jan.  2,  in  B.C.  525,  to  Dec.  2, 
in  B.c.  402,  i.  e.  to  the  end  of  the  second  antedated  or  tech- 
nical year  of  Artaxerxes  Mnemon,  the  five  generations  of  the 
Chronicle  being  plainly  derived  from  the  five  principal  reigns 
of  Cambyses,  Darius  Hystaspes,  Xerxes,  Artaxerxes  Longi- 
manus,  and  Darius  Nothus,  yet  not  to  be  confounded  with 
them  as  if  their  end  was  necessarily  coincident  with  that  of 
the  last  reign  of  the  five  alluded  to.  Manetho,  naming  the 
three  short  actual  reigns  of  Artabanus  after  Xerxes,  and  of 
Xerxes  II.  and  Sogdianus  after  Artaxerxes  Longimanus, 
omits,  which  is  remarkable,  the  Magian  Bardas  after  Cam- 
byses,  though  he  reigned  seven  months  and  the  second 
Xerxes  only  two.  And  in  order  to  avoid  naming  a ninth 
king,  Artaxerxes  Mnemon,  or  rather  to  gain  in  appearance 
two  years  above,  six  years  instead  of  four  are  given  by  him 
(in  the  list  of  Africanus)  to  Cambyses,  although  it  is  dis- 
tinctly said,  in  the  heading  of  the  dynasty,  that  he  re- 
duced Egypt  “ in  his  fifth,”  not  his  third,  “ Persian  year.” 

And  his  three  years,  increased  to  four  by  including  the 
seven  months  of  the  Magian  usurper,  reach  from  b.c. 
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525  to  b.c.  521.  On  the  monuments  are  found  for  this 
dynasty — 

(Generation  I.,  reign  i.)  Kambatet.  4,  from  Jan.  2.  B.C. 
525,  to  Jan.  1,  B.C.  521.  He  also  appears  by  the  name  of 
Ramesout ; for  on  his  first  conquering  Egypt,  he  was  en- 
throned as  a legitimate  Egyptian  king,  and  took  this  Egyp- 
tian name,  and  was  instructed  in  all  the  mysteries  of  Neith 
at  Sais,  and  confirmed  the  priesthood  in  their  privileges : he 
appears  besides  in  the  Serapeum  as  a devout  worshipper  of 
Apis ; all  which  explains  the  assertion  of  Herodotus,  ort  oi  A t- 
yinTTWi,  oi/crjuvrrai  tov  Ka/xflvcrea.  So  his  violence  or  mad- 
ness was  only  after  his  return  from  Ethiopia.  An  Apis  bom 
in  his  5th  (whence  it  appears  that  he  reckoned  his  own  years 
in  Egypt  from  his  Persian  accession)  on  the  28th  day  of  the 
5th  month,  and  which  died  in  the  4th  year  of  Darius  on  the  3rd 
day  of  the  9th  month,  is  said  to  have  lived  7 years,  3 months, 
and  4 days.  Assuming  the  actual  accession  of  Cambyses  to 
have  been  soon  after  the  new  year,  this  Apis  would  be  born 
early  in  June  B.c.  525,  and  may  have  been  stabbed  by 
Cambyses  on  his  return  from  Ethiopia.  And  it  seems  that 
he  did  not  die  so  very  soon  after  his  wound.  The  stele  on 
which  the  death  of  this  Apis  is  recorded  was  misread  at  first, 
so  as  to  make  him  live  eight  years  instead  of  seven,  and  it  is 
not  the  only  instance  where  such  mistakes,  having  had  at- 
tention drawn  to  them,  have  been  subsequently  corrected. 
So  in  another  stele,  1 1 1 1 lit  D is  the  year  of  Amasis  in  which 
another  Apis  was  either  born  or  installed ; and  Lepsius 
reads  this  17,  De  Roug6  more  correctly  25.  For  this  same 
Apis  is  recorded  to  have  been  buried  by  Cambyses  in  his  6th 
year,  in  the  11th  month ; that  is,  if  his  actual  accession  had 
coincided  with  his  technical  or  antedated  accession,  in  No- 
vember, B.c.  524,  when  he  may  have  been  on  the  point  of 
commencing  his  Ethiopian  expedition.  Now,  if  I !,  as  read  by 
Lepsius,  was  originally  written  on  the  stele,  this  Apis  at  his 
death  would  be  29  years  old;  but  if  P,  as  read  by  De  Rouge, 
he  would  be  only  17,  which  is  certainly  more  probable. 

(Generation  II.,  reign  of  Manetho  ii,  actual  reign  iil) 
Ntariousli,  Darius.  36,  from  Jan.  1,  B.C.  521,  to  Dec.  23, 
b.  c.  486.  He  built  most  of  the  great  temple  in  the  larger 
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Oasis,  and  takes  there  titles  identical  with  those  of  the  old 
Egyptian  kings. 

(Generation  in.,  reign  of  Manetho  iii,  actual  reign  vi.) 
Kheshirsh,  Xerxes.  21,  from  Dec.  23,  B.  C.  486,  to  Dec.  18, 
b.  c.  465  (under  whom  Achssmenes  was  Satrap  of  Egypt 
24  years,  from  B.  c.  484  to  b.c.  460). 

(Generation  iv.,  reign  of  Manetho  v,  actual  reign  vi.) 
Artachsheshes,  Artaxerxes.  41,  from  Dec.  18,  B.c.  465,  to 
Dec.  8,  b.  c.  460.  In  his  5th  year  Inaros  revolted,  b.  c. 
460.  He  was  crucified  probably  in  B.c.  455.  Herodotus 
visited  Egypt  soon  after  the  Persian  dominion  had  been  re-es- 
tablished, in  b.  c.  450  ? In  the  15  th  of  Artaxerxes  the  Athe- 
nians sent  a fleet  to  restore  Amyrtasus,  whose  name  has  been 
found  on  the  monuments ; but  the  project  came  to  nothing. 

(Generation  v.,  reign  of  Manetho  viii,  actual  reign  ix  ; 
and  a 10th  actual  reign,  of  Artaxerxes  Mnemon,  follows.) 
Darius  Nothus.  19,  from  Dec.  8,  B.C.  424,  to  Dec.  3,  B.C.  405 ; 
but  he  has  not  hitherto  been  met  with  on  the  monuments. 
In  his  10th  year  Amyrtasus  succeeded  in  establishing  himself, 
and  reigned  in  the  Delta  6 years,  when  his  son  Pausiris  was 
allowed  to  succeed  him  as  viceroy.  Or  this  may  have  been 
earlier,  in  b.  c.  484. 

Dyn.  XXVIII  of  Manetho,  with  its  one  Saite  king,  Amyr- 
tasus, and  his  six  years,  really  contemporary  and  included 
within  the  124  years  of  the  Persians,  is  no  doubt  intended 
as  a substitute  for  the  anonymous  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the 
Chronicle  with  its  184  years,  which  have  been  accounted  for 
by  Manetho  pretty  nearly  at  their  true  chronological  place, 
above  Dyn.  XVIII.  The  six  unchronological  years  of  his 
Dyn.  XXVIII  have  been  anticipated  by  us  and  inserted  in 
their  true  place,  in  the  early  part  of  Dyn.  XXVI,  to  which 
they  belong  by  allusion.  On  the  monuments  Amunrut,  i.e. 
Amyrtasus,  occurs  in  conjunction  with  his  throne-name ; 

and  the  first  part  of  the  name  of  his  son  Pausiris,  Pef 

and  a throne- name  read  Chebash,  which  however  Lepsiushas 
not  connected  with  Pausiris. 

Dyn.  XXIX  of  Manetho,  like  XXVII,  has  an  unchro- 
nological addition  of  one  year  and  4 months,  which  any  one 
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who  saw  merely  that  Dyn.  XXVIII  is  not  to  be  allowed  to 
thrust  up  that  of  the  Persians,  might  think  intended  to  serve 
with  the  4 odd  months  of  XXVII  as  a patch  to  fill  the  void 
produced  by  drawing  up  the  head  of  Dyn.  XXVII  to  the 
3rd  instead  of  the  5th  year  of  Cambyses,  and  so  leaving  the 
first  two  years  of  Artaxerxes  Mnemon  uncovered  by  it 
below.  But  the  unchronological  nature  of  all  these  disloca- 
tions of  Manetho  has  been  sufficiently  explained  already;  and 
both  this  and  other  similar  additions  have  been  anticipated 
at  the  head  of  Dyn.  XXVI.  So,  without  further  noticing 
the  odd  year  and  4 months,  Dyn.  XXIX  with  1 9 and  Dyn. 
XXX  with  38  years  have  together  57  years,  the  same 
number  as  Dynasties  XXIX  and  XXX  of  the  Chronicle, 
though  their  division  in  it  is  different,  being  into  39  and  18 
years;  and  the  57  years  will  begin  really,  though  not  ap- 
parently, for  both  Manetho  and  the  Chronicle  alike,  from 
Dec.  2,  b.  c.  402,  and  will  also  end  for  both  alike  simul- 
taneously at  Nov.  18,  B.  c.  345. 

As  regards  the  actual  reigns  of  Manetho  and  the  monu- 
ments, and  the  generations  of  the  Chronicle,  the  monuments 
exhibit  the  names  of 

(Dyn.  XXIX,  Generation  I,  of  the  Chronicle,  reign  i.) 
Naifaurut,  Nepherites,  with  a throne-name  like  what  is 
mentioned  above  as  Chebash.  If  he  had  6 years,  they  would 
be  from  Dec.  2,  b.c.  402,  to  Dec.  1,  b.c.  396. 

(Generation  n of  the  Chronicle,  reign  ii.)  Hakor,  Achoris. 
His  13  years  would  lie  between  Dec.  1,  b.  c.  396,  and  Nov. 
28,  B.  c.  383,  and  would  include  the  single  year  of  Fsam- 
muthis  consolidated  by  the  Chronicle. 

(Reign  iii.)  Some  traces  seemingly  are  given  by  Lepsius 
of  Psamtik  IV.,  who  is  written  in  the  list  of  Dyn.  XXIX 
“ Psammuthis,”  in  like  manner  as  Psamtik  III.  is  written 
above  in  the  lists  of  Dyn.  XXVI.  From  Nov.  28,  B.C. 
384,  to  Nov.  28,  B.c.  383? 

(Reign  iv.)  Of  Nepherites  II.  no  trace  has  been  found. 
His  4 months  would  no  doubt  be  covered  by  the  next  reign 
as  technically  antedated.  And  it  is  to  be  remembered,  that 
though  we  can  only  guess  where  the  addition  has  been  made, 
we  know  that  one  year  and  four  months  out  of  the  twenty 
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years  and  four  months  given  to  this  dynasty  by  Manetho 
are  unchronological  and  fictitious. 

(Generation  hi  of  Dyn.  XXIX  of  the  Chronicle,  reign  i. 
of  Dyn.  XXX  of  Manetho.)  Nect-hor-heb,  by  some  erro- 
neously supposed  to  be  the  name  of  Amyrtaeus ; but  really 
it  is  Ncctanebo  L,  whose  18  years  begin  from  Nov.  28,  b.  c. 
383,  and  end  Nov.  23,  B.  c.  365. 

(Reign  ii  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XXX.)  Teos,  or  Tachos, 
has  not  been  found.  His  2 years  seem  to  reach  from  Nov. 
23,  b.c.  365,  to  Nov.  23,  B.  c.  363,  and  to  belong  to  the  39 
years  of  Dyn.  XXIX  in  the  Chronicle,  though  the  reign 
would  not  be  noticed  as  a separate  generation. 

(The  single  generation  of  Dyn.  XXX  of  the  Chronicle, 
reign  iii  of  Manetho.)  Necht-nebef,  Nectanebo  II.,  whose 
18  years,  antedated  technically  from  Nov. 23,  b.c.  363,  and 
including  the  odd  months  of  the  reign  of  Tachos,  end  Nov. 
18,  b.c.  345,  15  years  before  the  cosmocracy  of  Alexander. 

Of  the  above  seven  kings  of  Manetho’s  lists,  Nectanebo 
II.,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  represents  the  single  generation 
of  Dyn.  XXX  of  the  Chronicle,  and  Nepherites  II.,  with 
his  4 months,  as  certainly  would  be  covered  by  the  ante- 
dated accession  of  Nectanebo  I.,  while  the  collective  sum 
of  the  other  reigns,  as  they  now  stand  in  the  list  of  Afri- 
canus,  needs  a further  reduction  of  one  entire  year  to  make 
it  true  and  historical.  On  the  other  hand,  the  reigns  of  Ne- 
pherites I.  with  6 years,  of  Achoris  with  13,  and  of  Necta- 
nebo II.  with  18,  were  probably  both  in  the  Chronicle  and 
in  reality  distinct  generations ; and  as  the  Chronicle  cannot 
have  made  more  than  ill  generations  in  its  Dyn.  XXIX, 
the  Shepherds  of  its  Dyn.  XXVII  requiring  iv,  it  seems  to 
be  certain  that  Psammuthis  with  1 year,  and  Teos  or  Tachos 
with  2,  were  not  alluded  to  as  distinct  generations  by  the 
Chronicle,  and  most  probable,  without  being  absolutely  cer- 
tain, that  the  184  years  of  its  anonymous  Dynasty  XXVII 
were  really  covered,  as  Manctho’s  lists  indicate,  by  only  four 
Shepherd  kings. 

After  Dyn.  XXX,  the  only  point  still  remaining  to  be 
noticed  is  this,  that  Manetho,  in  the  structure  of  his  scheme 
above,  has  indicated  the  year  B.  c.  331  as  the  epoch  to  which 
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he  meant  by  allusion  to  bring  down  his  history,  and  from 
which  he  made  the  empire  of  Alexander  and  the  Macedo- 
nians over  Egypt  to  commence.  For  having  found  in  the 
Chronicle  the  “443  years  of  the  Cycle”  lying  between  B.C. 
305  and  a.d.  139  thrown  up,  he  threw  up  in  like  manner, 
and  reduplicated,  978  more  of  the  years  of  the  Cycle,  Viz. 
all  those  which  had  passed  from  its  commencement  in  B.C. 
1322  to  the  end  of  the  monarchy  in  b.c.  345.  And  of  the 
40  (now  alone  remaining)  between  Nectanebo  and  the  La- 
gidae,  which  had  all  been  thrown  up  in  effect,  though  un- 
named, by  the  Chronicle,  Manetho  threw  up  only  14,  so 
marking  the  interval  between  Nectanebo  and  Alexander. 
Thus  he  threw  up  the  whole  1461  years  of  the  current 
Cycle,  all  but  26,  marking  at  once  by  this  very  fact,  that  26 
alone  were  not  thrown  up,  the  26  years’  interval  between 
Alexander  and  the  Lagidse,  and  avoiding  the  incidental  and 
partial  admission  of  a cyclical  element  which  was  foreign  to 
his  scheme.  At  a later  period,  when  the  Macedonians  were 
no  longer  in  power  to  be  complimented,  and  the  memory  of 
the  last  Persian  government  had  become  less  odious  by  lapse 
of  time,  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  made  of  the  interval  between 
Nectanebo  II.  and  Alexander  the  last  of  a scheme  of 
XXXI  Dynasties,  all  of  kings  successors  of  Mcnes. 

In  conclusion,  if  we  neglect  the  first  21  cycles  or  30,681 
nominal  years  of  the  Chronicle,  as  resolvable  into  the  2922 
properly  belonging  to  its  XIII  Gods,  and  if  we  further  neglect 
the  341  fictitious  years  added  to  make  all  time  seem  to  have 
run  in  cycles,  the  remainder  of  its  years,  being  all  full  and 
real,  amounting  in  number  to  (2922  4-14  + 26  + 217  +4434 
1881  =)  5503  civil  years,  and  lying  ostensibly  between  Aug. 
25,  B.C.  5844,  and  Nov.  18,  B.C.  345,  but  really  and  chrono- 
logically between  April  26th,  b.c.  5361,  and  July  20,  a.d. 
139,  may  be  paralleled  with  the  years  of  Manetho  as  follows, 
unchronological  years  and  positions  being  printed  in  red: — 

Chronicle,  f 3o,O0u  years  of  the  Sun  (Dvn.  I)  + 681  + 900  4 
Manetho.  1 900  4 

Chron.  f 2000  of  XIII  Gods  (Dyn. 

Man.  t 2000  [presented  as  24,000]  of  . . Gods,  Deini- 
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Chron.  I"  II  to  XI Y incl.)  from  April  26,  B.C.  5361,  to 
Man.  i gods  and  Manes  from  April  26,  B.C.  5361,  to 

Chron.  f May  2,  B.C.  2463  + 22  of  the  same  XIII  Gods, 

Man.  1 May  2,  B.C.  2463  + 22  transferred  from  the  Gods 

Chron.  f completing  the  first  2,922  years  of  human  time  in 
Man.  I of  the  Chronicle  to  Mencs  (Dy  n.  VII I of  Manetho, 

Chron.  f two  pseudo -cycles,  commencing  from  May  2,  B.c. 
Man.  1 of  viii  Thinites,  I of  Africanus),  from  May  2,  B.C. 

Chron.  J 2463,  and  terminating  at  April  26,  B.c.  2441. 

Man.  1 2463,  and  terminating  at  April  26,  B.C.  2441. 

[Here  the  Chronicle  inserts  and  adds  to  the  XIII  Gods 
34 1 fictitious  years,  foreign  to  Manetho’s  scheme,  in  order  to 
make  time  seem  to  have  begun  from  a Gothic  epoch,  viz., 
from  duly  20,  b.c.  5702,  341  years  earlier  than  April  26, 
B.C.  5361.] 

Chron.  f 4-14  past  years  “of  the  Cycle,”  really  lying 
Man.  [ +14  past  years  “ of  the  Cycle,”  really  lying 

Chron.  f between  Nov.  18,  b.c.  345,  and  Nov.  15,  B.C. 
Man.  I between  Nov.  18,  b.c.  345,  and  Nov.  15,  B.c. 

Chron.  f 331,  thrown  up  and  added  to  the  XIII  Gods. 
Man.  [331,  thrown  up  and  transferred  to  Mencs,  end- 
ing with  the  36th  year  of  the  253  of  Dynasty 
VIII  (I  of  Africanus).  Thus,  after  seven  mythological  Dyn- 
asties, the  first  xxii  and  xiv,  or  in  one  sum  the  first  xxxvi 
tears  of  the  First  Dynasty  of  the  kings  in  Manetho’s 
Book  I.,  indicate  by  their  origin  those  two  points  in  the 
true  Egyptian  chronology  at  which  his  historical  narra- 
tive is  made  to  begin  and  end,  if  one  only  sets  aside  all 
those  years,  ( 14+ 443+ 978=)1435  in  number,  which  are 
originally  “years  of  the  Cycle  current  in  Manetho’s  time,” 
thrown  up,  or  even  thrown  up  and  reduplicated,  and  which 
therefore,  as  interposed  among  other  true  years  anterior 
to  b.c.  1322,  are  plainly  unchronological.  So,  in  terms  of 
the  true  reckoning , the  reign  of  Mcnes  is  feigned  to  have 
begun  from  after  the  2900th  year  of  the  Gods : that  is,  from 
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May  1,  B.C.  2461,  236  years  higher  than  in  the  Chronicle, 
and  these  236  true  and  chronological  years,  falsely  added  to 
the  monarchy,  together  with  the  14  thrown  up  and  marking 
the  interval  between  the  end  of  Manetho’s  last  dynasty  of 
kings  and  Alexander,  and  also  the  last  historical  date  to 
which  Manetlio  brings  down  his  work,  constitute  together 
the  253  years  of  the  first  Dynasty  of  viii  Thinite  kings 
headed  by  Menes.  It  was  no  doubt  in  order  to  make  the 
three  sums  22, 14,  and  217,  go  exactly  into  the  dynasty, 
that  Manetho  not  only  increased  by  6 decades  the  190  years 
which  the  same  dynasty  has  in  the  Chronicle,  but  also  made 
the  further  remarkable  addition  of  three  units,  really  taken 
from  the  head  of  Dyn.  XXVI,  far  below,  and  depressing 
everything  below  them,  through  nearly  all  the  dynasties,  till 
at  length  the  void  left  by  them  is  reached  and  filled. 

Chron.  ( 26  more  past  years  of  the  Cycle,  really  lying 
Man.  I : — These  26  years  are  not  thrown  up  by  Ma- 

Chron.  I"  between  Nov.  15,  B.c.  331,  and  Nov.  8,  B.C. 
Man.  [ netho.  If  they  had  been,  he  would  have  re- 

C/tron.  f 305,  thrown  up  and  added  to  the  XIII  Gods, 
Man.  1 duplicated  and  thrown  up  the  whole  1461  years 

Chron.  f together  with  the  preceding  14,  (the  whole  of  the 
Alan.  \ of  the  Cycle  current  in  his  own  time,  which  began 

Chron.  f forty  years  being  purposely  undescribed,)  + 217 
Alan.  [ in  B.c.  1322,  and  was  to  run  out  in  a.d.  139.  + 217 
Chron.  f of  the  vm  Demigods,  making  Dynasty  XV  (after 
Alan.  1 transferred  to  kings  ending  with  the  253 rdand  last 

Chron.  f which  follow  xv  dynasties  of  the  kings)  from 
Man.  { year  of  Dynasty  VIII  (J  of  Africanus,)  from 

Chron.  f April  26,  B.C.  2441,  to  Feb.  3,  B.C.  2224+443 

Man.  I April  26,  B.C.  2441,  to  Feb.  3,  B.C.  2224  + 443 

Chron.  f of  the  Cycle  . . still  future,  . . . really 

Alan.  \ of  the  Cycle  partly  still  future,  partly  past,  really 

Chron.  f lying  between  Nov.  8,  B.c.  305,  and  July  20, 

Alan.  1 lying  between  Nov.  8,  B.c.  305,  and  July  20, 
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Chron.  f a.d.  139,  cast  up  in  fifteen  blank  generations,  not 
Man ■ \ a.d.  139,  cast  up  and  transferred  to  kings,  mak- 

Chron.  f constituting  any  one  of  the  thirty  dynasties,  nor 
Man.  1 ing  the  302  years  of  Dyn.  IX  (II  of  Africanus)* 

Chron.  f given  either  to  the  Gods,  or  to  the  Demigods,  or  to 
Man.  I of  ix  Thinites,  and  the  first  141  of  X (III  of  Afri- 

Chron.  f mortal  kings  after  Menes  ; — These  years  thrown 
Man.  \ eanus)  of  ix  Memphites  +97 ft  past  years  of  the 

Chron.  f up  by  Manetho  are  absent  from  the  Chronicle  for 
Man.  \ Cycle,  from  July  20,  u.c.  1322,  to  Nov.  18,  u.c- 

Citron.  f the  same  reason  that  the  34 1 inserted  by  the 
Man.  X 345,  reduplicated  and  thrown  up,  as  the  Chronicle 
Chron.  J Chronicle  for  a cyclical  purpose  arc  absent  from 
Man.  \ had  thrown  up  the  other  (40 +443  =)483  years 

Chron.  J Manetho,  the  author  of  the  Chronicle  having  no 
Man.  \ of  the  Cycle  lying  between  Nov.  18,  B.c.  345,  and 

Chron.  f need  of  room  in  which  to  place  concurrent  lines  of 
Man.  \ July  20,  a.d.  139.  These  97ft  years  make  the 

Chron.  f kings,  any  more  than  Manetho  had  need  of  that 
Man.  X remaining  73  of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus),  the 

Chron.  t precise  number  of  341  years  which  would  make 
Man.  X 277  ofDyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus),  the  24ft  of  Dyn. 
Chron.  f time  to  have  run  in  cycles  from  the  beginning. 
Man.  L XII  (V  of  Africanus),  the  1 97  of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI 
of  Africanus),  the  '>9  of  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Afri- 
canus), concluding  Book  I.  of  Manetho,  and  lastly  the  first 
124  years  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  in  Book  II. 

Chron.  f 4- the  first  22  +14  or  together  the  first 

Man.  \ +the  first  xxii  + xiv  or  together  the  first 

Chron.  f 36  years  of  the  monarchy,  viz.,  of  theviii  Ta- 

Man.  ( xxxvi  years  of  the  monarchy,  according  to  true 

Chron.  f nitc  generations, headed  by  Menes,  with  190  years. 
Man.  X consecutive  chronology,  indicated  by  the  remain- 
der of  thirty-six  years  included  in  and  ending  the 
160  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus.)  The  same  number 
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xxxvi,  composed  of  22  of  the  Gods  nnd  1 A of  the  Cycle,  mark- 
ing the  beginning  and  the  end  of  Manetho’s  historical  narra- 
tive, having  been  already  noticed  at  the  head  of  Manetho’s 
whole  series,  chronological  or  unehronological,  of  kings  in 
connection  with  the  name  and  epoch  of  Menes,  its  repetition 
here,  nt  the  true  epoch  of  Menes  according  to  the  Chronicle, 
is  no  doubt  a covert  indication  that  here,  at  this  point,  Ma- 
netho  makes  as  it  were  a new  beginning ; and  they  who  would 
distinguish  the  true  chronological  series  of  years  (however  it 
may  be  in  places  dislocated  by  suppressions  and  compensa- 
tions), must  reckon  from  hence,  as  if  Menes  had  been  set  at 
the  36th  year  before  the  end  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus). 
And  accordingly,  taking  this  hint,  and  reckoning  from  hence, 
we  find  that  there  follow  in  all  ffteen  dynasties,  and  1881 
years  to  the  end  of  the  fifteenth  and  last  of  them,  which,  it  is 
needless  to  say,  is  precisely  the  number  of  dynasties  and  pre- 
cisely the  number  of  years  given  by  the  Chronicle  to  the 
Egyptian  monarchy  from  Menes  to  Nectanebo  II. 

And  we  can  see  a certain  parallelism  between  the  com- 
mencement of  Manetho’s  Book  I.  or  of  that  portion  of  it 
which  contained  dynasties  of  kings  and  years  chiefly  unchro- 
nological,  and  this  covert  recommencement  in  Book  II.  indi- 
cating the  true  chronological  series  of  the  history.  As  the 
first  regal  dynasty  of  Book  I.,  with  the  number  thirty-six  at 
its  head,  was  made  to  contain  the  remainder  of  the  true  years 
of  the  Gods  and  Demigods  transferred  to  kings,  while  (443  + 
978  = ) 1421  fictitious  years  “ of  the  Cycle”  thrown  up,  or 
1297  of  them,  were  to  follow  in  six  more  dynasties  to  the  end 
of  Book  I.,  — so  in  commencing  Book  II.,  its  first  dynasty 
(Manetho’s  eighth  of  kings,  fifteenth  of  the  XXX)  is  made 
to  unite  the  remainder,  viz.  124,  of  the  fictitious  years  of  the 
Cycle  thrown  up  with  a commencement  of  thirty-six  of  those 
true  and  historical  years  of  the  monarchy  which  were  to  follow 
after  it  in  all  the  rest  of  Book  II.  and  in  Book  III.,  and  which 
were  to  be  identical  in  their  number,  1881,  and  parallel  in 
their  number  of  Jifteen  dynasties,  with  the  1881  years  and 
Jifteen  dynasties  given  by  the  Chronicle  to  the  kings  from 
Menes  to  Nectanebo  II.  So  the  (36 + 217  = ) 253  of  Dyn. 
VIII  (I  of  Africanus),  and  the  (124  + 36  = ) 160  of  Dyn. 
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XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  are  analogous  to  one  another  and 
symmetrical,  in  Books  I.  and  II. 

Chron.  f The  first  36  years  of  Menes  and  the  Monarchy 
Man.  t The  last  36  years  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Afric.), 

Chron.  Preaching  from  Feb.  3,  B.c.  2224,  to  Feb.  22,  b.c. 
Man.  t reaching  from  Feb.  3,  B.C.  2224,  to  Feb.  22,  B.C. 
Chron.  f 2188,  + the  remaining  154  of  the  190  of  Dyn. 
Man.  (.2188,  + the  first  . . 154  of  the  184  of  Dyn. 

Chron.  r XVIoftheviii  earliest  Tanite  kings,  from  Feb.  22, 
Man.  \ XVI  (XIV  of  Africanus)  of  Xoites,  from  Feb.  22, 

Chron.  r B.c.  2188,  to  Jan.  14,  B.C.  2034,  + 103  viz.  the 
Man.  [B.c.  2188,  to  Jan.  14,  B.C.  2034,  + 103  viz.  the 

Chron.  J whole  continuance  of  the  second  sovereign  dynasty 
Man.  [ last  30  of  Dyn.  XVI  (XIV  of  Africanus),  and 

Chron.  f of  kings,  being  Dyn.  XVII of 

Man.  1 the  first  73  of  Dyn.  XVII  (XV  Africanus)  of 
Chron.  fiv  Memphites,  from  Jan.  14,  B.C.  1034,  to  Dec. 

Man.  [ vi  Shepherds,  from  Jan.  14,  b.c.  1034,  to  Dec. 

Chron.  ( 20,  b.c.  1932.  + [184  of  iv  Shepherd  kings 

Mam.  \ 20,  b.c.  1932.  -+  184  of  vi  Shepherds,  from 

Chron.  f transposed,  so  as  to  stand  unchronologically  as 
Man.  [ the  73rd  to  the  257th  of  the  259  years  10m.  of 
Chron.  ("Dyn.  XXVII  in  the  Chronicle,  from  Dec.  20, 
Man.  [ Dyn.  XVII  (XV  of  Africanus),  from  Dec.  20, 

Chron.  f B.C.  1932,  to  Nov.  4,  B.C.  1748]  : The  2 

Man.  1 B.C.  1932,  to  Nov.  4,  B.C.  1748.  + 2.10“.  un_ 
Chron.  I"  years  and  10  months  of  Manetho,  if  reckoned  here 
Man.  \ chronologically  occurring  here  at  the  end  of  Dyn. 

Chron.  f as  chronological,  would  depress  the  head  of  Dyn. 
Man.  I XVII  (XV  of  Africanus,)  but  needed  as  compen- 

Chron.  f XVIII  and  all  the  dates  below,  until  their  effect 
Man.  [ sation  for  years  and  months  suppressed  before 
Chron.  f were  compensated  by  some  unchronological  sup- 
Man.  \ Dyn.  XXVI.  These  2 years  and  10  months  have 
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Chron.  f pression.  But  it  is  best  not  to  let  them  count 
Man.  \ originated  in  an  addition  of  three  units  to  Dyn. 

Chron.  f here,  so  as  to  destroy  the  manifest  identity  and 
Man.  [ YIII  (I  of  Africanus),  made  to  obtain  for  it  that 

Chron.  f parallelism  of  the  348  + 194  = 542  and  333  + 209 
Man.  |_  commencement,  and  for  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Afric.), 

Chron.  f = 542  years  of  the  two  following  Dynasties  XVIII 
Man.  that  remainder  of  (xxii  + XI V = ) XXXV I years  which 

Chron.  f and  XIX  of  the  Chronicle  and  Manetho.  In  this 
Man.  1 has  been  noticed  above.  That  there  is  now  a frac- 
Chron.  f and  other  similar  cases  the  unchronological  surplus 
Man.  \ tion  of  10m.  and  another  of  2m.  corresponding  to 

Chron.  f years  or  months  must  be  only  carried  to  account  as 
Man.  | it  below  in  the  sum  of  Dynasties  XXVI,  XXVII, 
Chron.  f compensation  available  for  filling  voids  below. 
Man.  \ and  XXIX,  may  perhaps  be  owing  to  the  way  in 
which  our  reconstruction  has  been  obtained, 
namely,  by  patches,  partly  from  the  lists  of  Africanus,  and 
partly  from  the  original  Manetho  of  Josephus. 

Chron.  f +the  first  165  years  of  the  348  of  the  xiv  “ Mcra- 
Man.  \ +the  first  165  years  of  the  333  of  the  xvi  “ Dios- 
Chron.  f phites  ” of  Dynasty  XVIII,  from  November  4, 
Man.  tpolites”  of  Dynasty  XVIII,  from  November  4, 

Chron.  f b.c.  1748,  to  Sept.  24,  b.c.  1583.  + 15  years  of  the 

Man.  1 b.c.  1748,  to  Sept.  24,  b.c.  1583.  — suppressed 

Chron.  f Sun- worshippers,  from  September  24,  b.c.  1583, 
Man.  1 by  Manetho,  but  compensated  by  an  addition 

Chron.  f to  September  23,  B.c.  1568.  + the  remaining  165 
Man.  \ of  15  prefixed  to  Dyn.  XIX.  + the  remaining  165 

Chron.  r years  of  the  348  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  from  Sept.  23. 
Man.  \ years  of  the  333  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  from  Sept  23. 

Chron.  f B.c.  1568,  to  Aug.  9,  B.c.  1400.  : — not  histo- 

Man.  1 b.C.  1568,  to  Aug.  9,  B.C.  1400.  + 15  prefixed  to 

Chron.  f rical,  nor  to  be  found  in  this  place  in  the  Chronicle, 
Man.  1 Dynasty  XIX.  in  lieu  of  15  suppressed  above,. 
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Chron.  f -f  the  194,  i.e.  the  whole  continuance  of  the  v Dios- 
Alan.  I + the  194  remaining  of  the  209  of  the  vii  Dios- 

Chron.  f polites  of  Dyn.  XIX,  from  Aug.  9,  b.c.  1400,  to 
Man.  1 polites  of  Dyn.  XIX,  from  Aug.  9,  B.C.  1400,  to 
Chron.  f June  23,  B.c.  1206.  4-  135  of  the  228  of  viii 

Man.  I June  23,  B.c.  1206.  + 135  [of  vii  ?]  of  the  xii 

Chron.  J Diospolites  of  Dyn.  XX,  from  June  23,  B.c.  1206, 
Man.  [ Diospolites  of  Dyn.  XX,  from  June  23,  B.c.  1206, 

Chron.  J to  May  19,  b.c.  1071.  + the  last  93  of  the  228 

Man.  [to  May  19,  b.c.  1071.  + the  first  93  of  the  130 

Chron.  f years  of  the  viii  Diospolites  of  Dyn.  XX,  (with 
Man.  I of  [iv  of?]  the  vii  Tanites  . . of  Dyn.  XXI,  (with, 

Chron.  ra  separate  and  contemporaneous  line  of  Tanite 
Man.  [ the  last  iv  or  v*  of  the  xii  Diospolites  of  Dyn. 

Chron.  f kings,  perhaps  reigning  in  the  Delta,)  . from 
Man.  I XX  reigning  contemporaneously  at  Thebes),  from 

Chron.  J May  19,  B.c.  1071,  to  April  25,  B.c.  978.  : — 
Man.  \ May  19,  B.c.  1071,  to  April  25,  b.c.  978.  +37, 

Chron.  f absent  here  from  the  Chronicle,  but  found  in  37 
Man.  [ viz.  the  last  37  of  the  130  years  (alto  three  of  the 

Chron.  J years  suppressed  by  Manetho  below  + 1,  viz.  the 
Man.  [ vii  Tanite  kings')  of  Dyn.  XXI . . : absent 

Chron.  ("first  year  of  the  121  of  the  vi  Tanite  genera- 
Man.  [ from  Manetho,  but  covered  by  1 of  the  37  unchro- 

Chron.  f tions  of  Dynasty  XXI,  extending  from  April  25, 
Man.  1 nological  years  of  his  Dyn.  XXI,  from  April  25, 

Chron.  f b.c.  978,  to  April  25,  b.c.  977  + the  remaining 
Man.  [ b.c.  978,  to  April  25,  B.c.  977  + the  whole . . 

Chron.  J"  1 20  of  the  vi  Tanites  of  Dyn.  XXI,  from  April 
Man.  [ 120  of  the  ix  Bubastites  of  Dyn.  XXII,  from  April 

Chron.  f 25,  B.C.  977,  to  March  26,  B.C.  857.  + the  whole 
Alan.  [ 25,  B.C.  977,  to  March  26,  B.C.  857.  + the  first 

Chron.  f 48  years  belonging  to  the  iii  Tanites  of  Dynasty 
Alan,  t 48  years  of  the  89  of  the  iv  Tanites  of  Dynasty 
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Chron.  ( XXII,  identical  with  the  last  three  of  the  ix 
Man.  ( XXIII.  (Really  these  48  belong  to  the  last  three 

Chron.  f Bubastites  of  Manetho’s  Dynasty  XXII,  not  to 
Man.  | of  the  ix  Bubastites  of  his  Dyn.  XXII,  and  are 

Chron.  f Petubast,  who  is  either  a contemporary  or  else  put 
Man.  | to  be  transferred  to  them  from  the  names 
Chron.  f up  out  of  his  true  place,  from  March  26,  B.c. 
Man.  J.  Petubast  and  Osorehon ),  from  March  26,  B.C. 
Chron.  r 875,  to  March  14,  B.C.  809, 4- 19  years, (being the 
Man.  { 875,  to  March  14,  B.C.  809,  l 19  more  of  the  89 

Chron.  f whole  sum)  of  the  ii  Diospolites  of  Dyn.  XXIII, 
Man.  1 of  the  iv  Tanites  of  Dyn.  XXIII,  viz.  9 to  be 

Chron.  f who  are  identifiable  with  Osorehon  and  Psammous 
Man.  \ brought  up  and  given  to  Osorehon  from  the  31  of 

Chron.  f in  Dynasty  XXIII  of  Manetho,  Petubast  being 
Man.  [ Zet,  and  10  of  Psammous,  (22  years  being  left 

Chron.  f put  up  to  carry  years  not  belonging  to  him, 
Man.  [ to  Zet  to  divide  with  Petubast,  as  put  down,) 
Chron.  f from  March  1 4,  B.C.  809,  to  March  9,  B.C.  790, + 28, 
Man.  \ from  March  14,  B.c.  809,  to  March  9,  B.c.  7 90,  + 28, 
Chron.  f viz.  the  . . . first  28  of  the  44  of  Dyn.  XXIV 
Man.  \ viz.  the  remaining  22  of  the  89  of  Dyn.  XXIII 

Chron.  f of  the  three  Saites  identified  with  Petubast  and 
Man.  L belonging  to  the  kings  Petubast  ancLZet  together, 

Chron.  f Zet  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XXIII,  and  Bocchoris 
Man.  \ and  the  6 of  a third,  the  single  Saite  Bocchoris, 

Chron.  f of  his  XXIV,  from  March  9,  B.c.  790,  to 
Man.  1 of  Dyn.  XXIV,  from  March  9,  B.c.  790,  to 

Chron.  f March  2,  B.c.  762,+  16,  viz.  the  remainder  of  the 
Man.  I March  2,  B.C.  762. 1 — These  16  are  "Oppressed  by 

Chron.  f 44  of  Dyn.  XXIV,  from  March  2,  B.C.  762,  to 
Man.  L Manetho,  but  compensated  by  16  of  his  unchrono- 

Chron.  f Feb.  26,  b.  c.  746.  + 40  of  the  44  of  the  iii 

Man.  1 logical  years  above.  + 40  of the  iii 
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Chron.  f Ethiopians  of  Dynasty  XXV,  from  February 

Man.  [ Ethiopians  of  Dynasty  XXV,  from  February 

Chron . J 26,  b.  c.  746,  to  February  16,  b.  c.  706,+  4 

Man.  [26,  B.  C.  746,  to  February  16,  B.  C.  706,  — 

Chron.  f remaining  of  the  44  of  Dynasty  XXV,  from 
Man.  1 These  4 are  suppressed  by  Manetho,  but 

Chron,  f February  16,  B.  C.  706,  to  February  15,  B.C. 
Man.  [ compensated  by  4 of  his  unchronological  years 

Chron.  f 702,  + 19,  being  the  first  19  of  the  177  of  the 
Man.  I.  ahoye  : — These  19  are  suppressed  by  Manetho, 

Chron.  f vii  “ Memphite  ” generations  of  Dyn.  XXYI, 
Man.  1 but  compensated  by  19  of  his  unchronological 

Chron.  ( probably  to  the  death  of  Tirhakah,  from  Feb.  15, 
Man.  [years  inserted  above,  in  the  latter  part  of  his 

Chron.  f B.C.  702,  to  Feb.  11,  B.c.  683;  + 8 more  of  the 
Man.  [ interpolated  Dynasty  XXI  . ' — These  8 arc 

Chron.  f 177  of  Dyn.  XXVI,  commencing  from  Feb.  11, 
Man.  [ suppressed  by  Manetho,  but  compensated  by  8 

Chron.  fB.C.  683,  and  extending  to  Jan.  15,  B.C.  675. 
Man.  [ of  his  unchronological  years  inserted  below. 

Chron.  f +12  more  of  the  177  of  Dyn.  XXVI  (making 
Man.  [ + 12,  being  the  first  12  of  the  150,  6m.  of  the  ix 

Chron.  r 49  in  all,  to  the  end  of  its  2nd  generation),  to  the 
Man.  I Suites  of  Dyn.  XXVI,  reaching,  in  truth,  to  the 

Chron.  f accession  of  Psammitichus  I.,  Jan.  12,  B.C.  663  : 
Man.  I end  of  the  3rd  name  or  generation  of  the  ix,  the 
three  first  of  whom  really  could  only  have  12,  not 
21,  of  the  150  years,  there  being  certainly  as  many  as  138 
after  the  accession  of  Psammitichus  I.  But  the  first  three 
names  really  cover  also  the  preceding  27  years  suppressed : 

Chron.  f from  Jan.  15,  B.c.  675,  to  Jan.  12,  B.c.  663  + 
Man.  [from  Jan.  15,  B.c.  675,  to  Jan.  12,  b.c.  663  + 

Chron.  f 138  remaining  of  the  177  years  ....  of  Dyn. 
Man.  [ 138  of  the  remaining  150  years  and  6m.  of  Dyn. 
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Chron.  f XXVI,  from  the  accession  of  Psammitichus  L, 
Man.  I XXVI,  from  the  accession  of  Psammitichus  L, 

Chron.  f Jan.  12,  B.c.  663,  to  a little  before  the  death  of 
Man.  1 Jan.  12,  n.c.  663,  to  a little  before  the  death  of 

Chron.  f Amasis,  and  the  commencement  of  the  5th  Persian 
Man.  I Amasis,  and  the  commencement  of  the  5 th  Persian 

Chron.  f year  of  Cambyses,  Jan.  2,  B.c.  525,  + 184 of  the 
Man.  \ year  of  Cambyses,  Jan.  2,  B.c.  528  : — These 

Chron.  f iv(?)  generations  of  the  anonymous  Dyn.  X X \ II, 
Man.  1 184  years,  with  the  names  of  the  Shepherds,  are 
Chron.  f which  have  been  restored  above  to  their  true 
Man.  1 given  by  Manetho  exactly  in  their  true  chrono- 

Chron.  f place,  so  as  to  precede  the  kings  of  Dynasty 
Man.  I logical  place,  in  his  Dyn.  XVII  (Dyn.  XV  of 

Chron.  f XVIII  ; — Absent  from  the  Chronicle,  really 
Man.  1 Africanus  + 6 months,  the  last  of  Dyn.  XXVII, 

Chron.  f covered  by  the  first  year  of  its  Dyn.  XXVIII  of 
Alan.  1 really  contained  in  the  Egyptian  reign  of  Cam- 
Chron.  f the  Persians,  antedated  from  Thoth  1 of  the  5th 
Man.  1 byses,  as  antedated  from  the  beginning  of  his  5th 

Chron.  f of  Cambyses,  + 124  of  the  v Persians  of  Dyn. 
Man.  \ Persian  year,  + 124  of  the  viii  Persians  of  Dyn. 

Chron.  J XXVIII,  from  the  beginning  of  the  5th  of  Cam- 
Man.  \ XXVII,  from  the  beginning  of  the  5th  of  Cam- 

Chron.  f byses  to  the  end  of  the  2nd  of  Artaxerxes 
Alan.  I byses  to  the  end  of  the  2nd  of  Artaxerxes 

Chron.  f Mnemon,  these  last  two  years  being  consolidated 
Man.  I Mnemon,  the  last  2 years  being  unchronologi- 

Chron.  f in  the  v generations  of  the  Chronicle,  from 
Alan.  I cally  forced  up,  and  given  to  Cambyses,  from 

Chron.  f Jan.  2,  b.c.  528,  to  Dec.  2,  B.c.  402.  : — Absent 
Alan.  \ Jan.  2,  b.c.  528,  to  Dec,  2,  B.c.  402.  + 4 months 

Chron.  J-  from  the  Chronicle],  as  being  really  covered 
Man.  \ unchronologieally  added  to  Dyn.  XXVII,  telling 
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Chron.  f by  the  first  year  of  the  next  dynasty  I — Absent 
Man.  \ in  compensation  of  suppressions  above  i t>  ycm- 

Chron.  f from  the  Chronicle  ; being  a substitute  for  its 
Man.  \ also  unchronological,  constituting  with  one  name, 

Chron.  f anonymous  Dyn.  XXVII  + 19  of  the  39  years 

Man.  \ Amyrtasus,  Dyn.  XXVIII  + 19  of  the  21.  lm. 

Chron.  f of  the  iii  Tanitcs  of  Dyn.  XXIX,  from 
Man.  Lof  the  iv  Mendesians  of  Dyn.  XXIX,  from 

Chron.  f Dec.  2,  b.c.  402,  to  Nov.  28,  B.c.  383  ; — Ab- 
Man.  1 Dec.  2,  B.C.  402,  to  Nov.  28,  B.C.  383  + 1.  4“. 
Chron.  f sent  from  the  Chronicle,  the  whole  year  and  the 
Man.  I unchronologically  added  to  Dyn.  XXIX,  telling 

Chron.  f 4m.  being  all  equally  unchronological.  -f  38,  being 
Man.  I towards  compensations  needed  above,  + 38,  being 

Chron.  f the  last  20  of  the  iii  Tanitcs  of  Dyn.  XXIX, 

Man.  1 the  . . 38  of  the  iii 

Chron.  f and  the  18  of  the  single  Tanite  of  Dyn.  XXX, 

Man.  1 Sebennytes  of  Dyn.  XXX, 

Chron.  f from  Nov.  28,  b.c.  383,  to  Nov.  23,  b.c.  363,  and 
Man.  1 from  Nov.  28,  B.  c.  383,  to  Nov.  23,  B.  c.  363,  and 

Chron.  f Nov.  18,  B.c.  345.  + 14  [+  1 = 15]  years  on  to  the 
Man.  1 Nov.  18,  B.  c.  345.  + 14  years  to  Alexander,  (Nov. 

Chron.  f Cosmocracy  of  Alexander,  viz.  Nov.  15,  B.C.  330, 
Man.  1 15,  B.C.  331,)  these  14  being  alluded  to,  but  not 
Chron.  f these  15  years  being  alluded  to  perhaps  by  the 
Man.  1 contained,  in  the  3555  years  of  Manetho’s  kings. 

Chron.  { text  of  the  Chronicle,  but  not  distinguished  in  the 
structure  of  the  scheme  itself,  nor  contained  in  its  1881  years 
of  kings,  nor  in  its  whole  period  of  35,525  years. 

The  scheme  of  48,863  years,  preserved  by  Diogenes  La- 
ertius, having  no  intermixture  of  fictitious  or  unchronological 
years,  but  only  its  round  month  of  cycles,  viz.  (30  x 1461  = ) 
43,830  cosmical  rather  than  nominal  years,  prefixed,  all  its 
remaining  years,  being  5033  in  number,  and  divisible  into 
2922  + 217  + 188 1 + 1 3,  or  into  900  + 2000  + 22  + 217  + 22  + 


Digitized  by  Google 


272 


EGYPTIAN  CHRONICLES. 


14  + 1845  + 13,  to  Alexander,  are  strictly  chronological,  and 
need  no  separate  comparison  to  parallel  them  with  the  true 
and  chronological  years  either  of  the  Chronicle  or  of  Manetho, 
to  the  foregoing  exhibition  of  which  they  afford  the  strongest 
and  the  most  satisfactory  confirmation. 


Digitized  by  Google 


ERATOSTHENES. 


273 


CHAP.  III. 

ERATOSTHENES. 

We  come  next  to  Eratosthenes,  the  father  of  technical 
Greek  chronology,  who  was  born  at  Cyrene  in  Olymp.  126, 
a',  B.C.  276,  early  in  the  reign  of  Ptolemy  Philadelphus.  In- 
vited from  Athens  by  Ptolemy  Euergetes  in  his  8th  year 
(b.C.  239  ?),  he  became  about  B.C.  226,  chief  librarian  at 
Alexandria,  where  he  wrote  many  learned  works,  and  died 
at  the  age  of  80  or  83  in  Olymp.  146,  a or  7',  b.  c.  194  or 
192.  A list  of  Egyptian  kings,  called  " Theban,”  was  made 
out  with  the  assistance  of  the  priests  at  Thebes  from  names 
and  notices  which  they  supplied,  and  rendered  from  their 
vernacular  Egyptian  into  Greek,  by  Eratosthenes  at  the 
special  desire  of  his  sovereign.  And  a portion  of  this  list, 
consisting  of  xxxvm  out  ofthexci  names  (xv  + lxxvi)  of 
the  whole  series,  has  been  preserved  to  us  by  Syncellus,  from 
the  disciple  and  successor  of  Eratosthenes,  Apollodorus  of 
Athens,  who  ended  his  own  chronography  about  141  years 
before  Christ, 

From  internal  evidence  supplied  by  this  list  we  see  that 
Eratosthenes  had  before  him  both  the  Old  Chronicle  and  the 
work  of  Manetho,  and  that  what  he  sought  from  the  priests 
of  Thebes  was  not  help  to  make  out  directly  from  the  monu- 
ments or  from  their  hieratic  papyri  an  independent  series  of 
his  own,  but  help  to  select  from  Manetho’s  lists,  or  from 
whatever  sources  they  preferred,  names  of  kings  with  which 
to  fill  up  the  blank  generations  of  the  Chronicle,  a document 
which,  as  he  perceived,  contained  already  a continuous  chro- 
nological series  scientifically  adjusted.  In  order  to  make 
such  a selection  he  naturally  needed  native  help;  and  as 
Manetho,  who  presented  all  the  early  dynasties  as  suc- 
cessive, and  the  author  of  the  Chronicle,  who  in  his  Dynasties 
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XVI  and  XVII  (especially  so  long  as  the  true  place  of 
Dyn.  XXVII  was  unpcrceivcd)  seemed  to  have  scarcely 
room  for  all  the  known  lines  of  early  kings,  were  both 
natives  of  Lower  Egypt,  it  was  reasonable  to  hope  that  at 
Thebes,  if  anywhere,  there  might  be  found  an  independent 
local  tradition,  and  the  historical  knowledge  necessary  to 
throw  light  on  the  subject. 

It  is  to  be  regretted,  for  some  reasons,  that  Eratosthenes 
did  not  succeed  in  making  the  priests  his  assistants  simply 
execute  his  own  idea.  Had  he  done  so,  we  should  have 
seen  distinctly  from  what  dynasty  or  dynasties  of  Manetho 
they  selected  names  to  fill  up  or  parallel  the  iv  generations 
and"  the  103  years  of  the  “Memphite”  Dyn.  XVII,  and 
the  unspecified  number  of  generations  and  184  years  of  the 
anonymous  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle.  But  he  ven- 
tured— or  rather  he  allowed  the  priests  for  him  — to  im- 
prove upon  the  Chronicle  by  adding  to  its  1881  years  of  the 
monarchy  those  XV  abstract  and  undynastic  generations, 
which  were  placed  by  it  between  the  Demigods  and  Menes, 
and  described  merely  as  “ 443  years  of  the  Cycle.”  It  was 
admitted  then,  the  priests  might  suggest,  even  on  the  face 
of  the  Chronicle  itself,  that  there  had  been  after  the  Gods 
and  Demigods  fifteen  generations  at  least  of  men,  during 
which  Egypt  had  been  inhabited;  and  if  so,  there  must  have 
been  rulers ; and  the  names  of  these  rulers,  they  might  add, 
were  legible  on  the  monuments,  in  their  hieratic  papyri,  and 
in  the  dynasties  of  Manetho.  The  point  being  once  yielded 
to  add  these  xv  generations  and  443  years,  it  followed  that 
cither  some  new  founder  of  the  monarchy  must,  be  pre- 
teuded,  anterior  to  Menes,  or  that  Menes  and  his  vn  Tanite 
successors  with  their  190  years  must  be  put  up  by  443 
years,  the  xv  generations  and  443  years  preceding  this 
dynasty  in  the  Chronicle  being  transposed  so  as  to  intervene 
between  it  and  that  Memphite  dynasty  of  IV  generations 
and  103  years  by  which  in  the  Chronicle  it  is  immediately 
followed.  The  device  by  which  the  Theban  priests  palliated 
this  difficulty  recalls  to  mind  a criticism  said  to  have  been 
passed  upon  Eratosthenes  himself,  namely,  that  he  treated 
history  geometrically.  They  put  Menes  and  his  Tanites  or 
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Thinites.( whose  names  appeared  in  the  temple  at  Abydos  in 
the  Thinite  nome,  and  were  so  naturalised  in  Upper  Egypt) 
at  the  head  of  all ; (they  could  not  do  otherwise ;)  but  as 
these  8 kings  in  190  years  had  an  average  of  something  under 
24  years,  while  the  xv  generations  of  the  Cycle,  to  be  taken 
in  at  once  and  prefixed,  had  in  their  443  years  an  average 
of  29a  years  each,  they  reduced  the  eight  Tanite  generations 
of  Dyn.  VIII  of  Manetho  (I  of  Africanus)  to  Jive,  continuing 
to  the  five  the  full  sum  of  190  years:  and  after  these  they 
inserted  a selection  of  ten  names  or  generations  with  253 
years;  and  again  they  added  Jive  more  with  190  years;  so 
that,  taking  the  whole  twenty  generations  together,  one  might 
at  will  either  regard  the  190  years  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the 
Chronicle,  with  Menes  at  their  head,  as  standing  first,  and 
the  xv  generations  and  443  years  of  the  Cycle  as  following 
and  interposed  between  them  and  the  iv  Memphite  genera- 
tions and  103  years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  or 
reckon  the  xv  generations  with  443  years  of  the  Cycle  first, 
as  they  actually  stand  in  the  Chronicle,  and  then  the  190 
years  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle  after  the  443,  in  their 
proper  place,  so  as  to  be  followed  immediately  by  103  years, 
as  Dyn.  XVI  is  followed  by  Dyn.  XVII  in  the  Chronicle. 
Understood  in  this  latter  way  the  190  years  of  the  Chronicle 
would  be,  it  is  true,  disjoined  from  Menes ; but  Menes  was 
not  named  by  the  Chronicle ; and  its  designation  “ Tatiites” 
might  be  supposed  to  be  still  applicable  in  some  sense  to 
the  earliest  of  those  kings  who  followed  next  after  Menes 
and  the  xv  generations  of  the  Cycle.  The  compression  of 
VIII  generations  or  reigns  with  a lower  average  than  24^ 
years  into  v with  the  extraordinary  average  of  38  years  each,  • 

was  a change  requisite  for  the  exhibition  of  the  xx  genera- 
tions with  the  symmetry  above  described.  For  if  they  had 
allowed  eight  generations  twice  over  to  the  190  years,  once 
at  either  end  of  the  443,  the  seven  generations  or  names  of 
kings  intervening  could  not  have  had  a lower  average  than  one 
of  36  years;  whereas,  with  the  contrivance  actually  adopted, 
the  high  average  of  the  first  v generations,  or  rather  the  ex- 
ceptional length  of  the  first  two  of  them  on  which  all  the  excess 
is  thrown,  might  be  excused  by  tbeirantiquity ; and  after  these 
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the  ordinary  average  of  24$  was  preservable  throughout,  one 
actual  historical  reign  of  enormous  length,  that  of  Phiops, 
enabling  the  priests  to  exhibit  the  190  years  the  second  time 
in  only  five  generations  without  any  great  difficulty. 

Still,  when  they  had  at  starting  suppressed  three  of  die 
generations  of  the  Chronicle,  and  so  increased  the  average 
length  of  the  reigns  in  one  of  its  dynasties,  this  involved 
the  necessity  of  making  a compensatory  addition  of  three 
generations,  and  a consequent  reduction  of  the  (particular) 
average  length  of  the  reigns  in  some  one  at  least  of  the 
dynasties  of  the  Chronicle  still  remaining  after  the  190 
years  of  its  Dyn.  XVI  had  been  amalgamated  with  the  443 
of  the  Cycle.  So,  then,  if  there  occurred  below  other  ad- 
ditional reasons  for  varying,  they  would  no  longer  be  likely 
to  make  a point  of  preserving  the  particular  averages  of  the 
Chronicle  in  filling  up  any  of  its  dynasties.  Only,  the  par- 
ticular average  length,  viz.  29$  years,  of  die  xv  generations 
of  the  Cycle  being  exhibited  for  their  443  years,  whether 
reckoned  from  the  accession  of  Menes  or  from  after  the  con- 
clusion of  his  dynasty,  the  general  average  of  24  £ years, 
given  by  the  Chronicle  in  its  1881  years  of  kings  to  its 
lxxvi  royal  generations,  would  be  necessarily  exhibited  also, 
so  long  as  the  same  1881  years  were  reckoned  separately, 
apart  from  the  443  years  of  those  XV  generations  in  which 
the  average  is  much  higher,  or  at  least  apart  from  some  one 
or  more  of  them  on  which  the  whole  excess  of  (5  x 15  = ) 75 
years  producing  their  higher  average  may  be  concentrated. 
In  fact  it  is  so  contrived  that  the  kings  named  even  for  the 
xv  generations  and  443  years  of  the  Cycle,  whether  reckoned 
before  or  after  those  of  the  190  years  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the 
Chronicle,  seem  to  have  generally  the  average  of  24$  years 
or  thereabouts,  the  whole  excess  of  75  years,  which  really 
raises  their  average  to  29$,  being  divided  between  only 
three  generations  of  62,  79,  and  100  years. 

Again,  it  is  to  be  regretted,  on  some  accounts,  that  Erato- 
sthenes could  not  make  a point  of  adhering  to  the  particular 
average  lengths  of  the  generations  in  spaces  corresponding 
to  each  particular  dynasty  of  the  Chronicle.  For  the  parti- 
cular averages  of  its  dynasties  vary  much;  and  the  variadons 
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are  closely  connected  with  the  real  history  and  actual  lives, 
and  reigns  of  kings,  underlying  their  artificially  adjusted 
generations.  Thus  a very  long  average  in  any  dynasty  of  the 
Chronicle,  as  in  XXVII  and  XIX,  hints  either  remarkable 
longevity  in  the  reigning  family,  joined  with  peace,  security, 
and  prosperity,  or  else  the  inclusive  reckoning  of  intervals 
of  anarchy,  doubtful  succession,  or  national  disgrace,  which 
the  native  priests  were  unable  or  unwilling  to  cover  with  a 
true  series  of  actual  reigns.  Averages  on  the  other  hand 
shorter  than  24£  years  in  any  dynasties  of  the  Chronicle,  as 
in  Dyn.  XXII  and  others,  show  that  the  actual  kings  alluded 
to  had  short  reigns,  though  not  so  short  nor  otherwise  such 
a3  to  cause  them  to  be  omitted  and  consolidated  with  the 
longer  reigns  to  which  they  were  adjacent. 

A third  point  in  which  Eratosthenes,  if  he  had  tasked  his 
informants  to  the  utmost,  and  had  made  the  most  of  the 
royal  command,  might  perhaps  have  extracted  from  them 
some  closer  approaches  to  the  truth  of  history,  is  in  the 
method  adopted  for  reducing  the  length  of  Manetho’s  dy- 
nasties within  the  bounds,  not  indeed  of  truth,  but  of  that 
limited  addition  of  443  years  which  he  allowed  them  to 
make  to  the  1881  years  of  the  monarchy.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  some  single  reign  in  some  one  of  the  dynasties, 
Manetho,  we  may  presume,  would  not  needlessly  falsify  the 
units  which  he  found  in  the  hieratic  lists  either  in  the  sums 
of  particular  reigns  or  in  those  of  dynasties ; but  he  would 
make  such  additions  or  subtractions  as  he  needed  in  whole 
deeads  ; and  the  Theban  priests,  only  one  generation  later, 
must  have  been  perfectly  able  to  detect  his  additions  of  fic- 
titious or  concurrent  or  suppressions  of  historical  and  suc- 
cessive years.  But  the  reductions  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes 
have  been  made  by  suppressing  whole  reigns,  years  and 
names  together;  or  sometimes,  as  it  seems,  in  consolidating 
two  reigns  the  name  only  was  taken  from  one  of  the  two 
and  the  figures  only  from  the  other,  so  as  to  afford  an  obscure 
hint  of  the  historical  existence  of  both.  Thus,  when  dealing 
with  Dyn.  VIII  of  Manetho  (I  of  Afrit-anus)  which  they 
rightly  reduced  by  63  years  from  253  to  190,  the  sum  of  the 
Chronicle,  having  a reason  for  also  consolidating  the  eight 
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generations  into  five,  the  priests  made  this  double  reduction 
of  the  years  and  the  generations  by  one  process,  whereas  one 
might  have  hoped  that  they  would  first  cut  off  the  six  de- 
cads  and  the  three  units  from  those  particular  reigns  to 
which  they  had  been  unchronologically  added  by  Manetho, 
and  then  add  the  true  years  of  the  three  names  to  be  sup- 
pressed to  the  other  adjacent  reigns.  But  to  have  done  this 
would  have  interfered  with  their  purpose  of  concentrating 
upon  the  first  two  reigns  the  whole  of  that  excess  of  67£ 
years  by  which  the  five  generations,  if  taken  together,  must 
exceed  the  ordinary  average. 

The  Chronicle,  in  its  first  two  consecutive  dynasties, 
XVI  and  XVII,  taken  together,  has  xii  generations,  with  an 
average  in  (190+  103  = ) 293  years  of  24  years  and  5 months 
to  each.  But  Manetho,  in  his  six  dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt, 
numbered  VIII  to  XIII  (I  to  VI  inch  of  Afric.)  naming 
(viii  + ix  + ix+  viii  t ix  + vi  = ) xlix  kings,  and  making  the 
sum  of  their  years  to  amount  to  (253  + 302  + 214  + 277  + 248 
+ 197  =)  1491,  has  an  average  length  of  30  years  and 
between  4 and  5 months  for  each  actual  reign,  showing  a 
systematic  addition  of  nearly  one  fourth  part  to  the  ordi- 
nary average  (viz.  24^)  of  the  Chronicle.  Thus  his  average 
is  higher  even  than  that  of  29£  years  given  by  the  Chronicle 
to  its  xv  generations  of  the  Cycle,  though  they  are  mere 
abstract  lives,  and  not  reigns ; whereas  the  average  ought 
certainly  to  be  less  to  any  considerable  number  of -actual 
reigns  than  in  an  artificial  chronological  series  in  which  very 
short  reigns  are  consolidated  with  longer,  as  we  see  done  in 
the  astronomical  canon  of  Ptolemy.  We  should  therefore 
be  justified  in  assuming  that  Eratosthenes  of  himself  would 
probably  have  estimated  the  sums  allowable  as  historical 
for  Manetho’s  first  six  dynasties  of  viii,  ix,  ix,  viii,  ix,  and 
vikings,  conjecturnlly  and  approximatively  at  196,  220£, 
220i,  196,  22(H,  and  147  years,  and  would  then  have  short- 
ened  the  sums  actually  given  by  Manetho,  so  as  on  the 
whole  to  suit  this  estimate,  yet  perhaps  so  as  not  to  let  the 
changes  made  on  its  account  affect  the  units.  For  Dyn. 
VIII  of  Manetho  (I  of  Afric.)  we  know  from  other  sources 
that  the  true  chronological  sum  was  190  years,  being  6 less 
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than  were  allowed  by  our  estimate.  Of  the  following  dynas- 
ties, Dyn.  IX  (II  of  Afric.)  would  have  222  years  allowed 
instead  of  302  or  220£;  Dyn.  X.  (Ill  of  Afric.)  would  have 
214,  Manetho’s  own  sum,  since  it  is  6£  under  the  estimate; 
Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Afric.)  would  have  177  perhaps,  instead  of 
277  (the  sum  given)  or  196;  Dyn.  XII  (V  of  Afric.)  would 
have  218  instead  of  248  or  220^  ; and  lastly,  Dyn.  XIII  (VI 
of  Afric.)  would  have,  besides  its  own  147  due  to  it  by  the 
average,  compensatory  additions  of  (6  + 6£  + 19  + 2£  = ) 34 
— l£  = 32£  years  due  to  Dynasties  VIII,  X,  XI,  and  XII 
(I,  III,  IV,  and  V of  Afric.)  by  the  average,  but  excluded 
by  us  above  in  fixing  their  sums,  and  as  yet  uncompensated. 
So  Dynasty  XIII  (VI  of  Afric.)  will  have  its  sum  brought 
up  to  179£,  or  rather  to  167,  as  we  must  fix  it  if  the  units  of 
the  sum  given  are  to  be  preserved,  instead  of  having  either  the 
197  years  of  Manetho’s  lists,  or  the  147  of  our  estimate  based 
upon  the  average  of  the  Chronicle.  At  first  sight  it  would 
seem  that  the  sum  for  Dynasty  XI  (IV  of  Afric.)  should  have 
been  made  higher  by  two  decade,  and  that  for  Dynasty 
XIII  (VI  of  Afric.)  lower  by  two  decads;  but  it  is  cer- 
tain from  other  sources  that  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Afric.)  had  a 
somewhat  shorter  continuance  not  only  than  196,  but  even 
than  184  years,  and  the  units  of  the  sum  given  being  7,  177 
is  the  highest  sum  admissible.  And  in  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of 
Afric.)  the  exceptional  reign  of  Phiops  of  94  years,  exhibited 
by  the  lists,  quite  justifies  our  addition  made  on  other  grounds 
of  mere  calculation  to  the  sum  of  the  dynasty,  which,  with 
such  a giant  inclosed  in  it,  could  scarcely  fail  to  exhibit 
some  disturbance  of  the  ordinary  average.  Thus,  with  190, 
222,  214, 177,  218,  and  177  years,  making  a sum  in  all  of  1198 
years,  we  should  have  for  Manetho’s  xlix  reigns  very  nearly 
the  ordinary  average  of  24^  years,  an  addition  of  2£  years  only 
to  the  whole  sum  being  needed  to  give  it  exactly.  And 
with  this  average  so  obtained,  the  sums  of  each  of  the  dy- 
nasties would  still  continue  to  exhibit  the  same  units  as  in 
the  unreduced  lists  of  Manetho,  excepting  only  in  his  Dyn. 
VIII  (I  of  Afric.),  to  which  we  know  him  to  have  attached 
a very  peculiar  addition  of  three  units  (just  those  needed  by 
the  calculation  above),  really  belonging  to  Dyn.  XXVI  far 
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below,  and  so  not  rightly  separable  on  any  reduction,  unless 
special  compensation  were  provided  for  them  elsewhere.  Era- 
tosthenes, however,  and  his  assistants,  who  used  the  lists  of 
Manetho  only  in  subordination  to  the  chronology  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, certainly  reduced  the  first  dynasty  of  kings,  from  253 
years,  not  to  193  as  Manetho’s  scheme  would  have  required, 
but  to  the  190  of  the  Chronicle.  It  is  true  that  the  units  of 
Manetho’s  sums,  whether  in  this  or  in  the  other  following 
dynasties  (in  which  latter  there  is  no  reason  to  suspect  him  of 
having  varied  from  the  hieratic  lists),  are  of  less  importance 
than  they  would  have  been,  if  all  Manetho’s  additions  had 
consisted  simply  of  fictitious  decads  of  years.  As  it  is,  his 
additions  were  no  doubt  made  in  great  part,  if  not  entirely, 
by  adding  up  unchronologically  all  the  years  of  certain  reigns 
which  were  in  part  only  associate  and  concurrent ; and  so  the 
units  in  the  sum  total  of  the  years  both  concurrent  and  chro- 
nological of  any  reign  or  dynasty  cannot  be  taken  to  repre- 
sent those  which  would  have  appeared  if  only  the  chrono- 
logical years  had  been  added  up  together.  Still,  as  Manetho’s 
are  the  only  sums  we  have  to  begin  with,  it  is  best  in  re- 
ducing them  to  the  average  of  the  Chronicle  and  Eratosthenes 
to  alter  them  no  more  than  the  process  really  requires. 

On  coming  to  the  dynasties  of  Upper  Egypt,  for  which  he 
had  no  undue  partiality,  the  conduct  of  Manetho  is  reversed. 
From  the  end  of  his  last  Memphite  dynasty,  Dyn.  XIII.  (VI 
of  Afric.),  to  the  end  of  his  Dyn.  XVI  (XIV  of  Afric.)  in- 
clusively, he  gives  us  no  more  occasion  to  suspect  him  of 
lengthening  unduly  the  reigns  of  the  kings.  On  the  contrary, 
in  two  out  of  these  three  dynasties  of  Upper  Egypt,  he  even 
suppresses  their  names,  and  manifestly  curtails  their  years ; 
so  that  Eratosthenes,  instead  of  reducing  their  sums  to  the 
average  length  of  the  Chronicle,  would  have  rather  to  add, 
or  to  estimate  how  many  years  ought  to  be  understood  to 
have  belonged  historically  to  each  of  those  dynasties. 

It  is  true  that  lower  down,  in  the  last-placed  of  all  the  early 
dynasties,  viz.,  in  that  of  the  Shepherds,  immediately  pre- 
ceding Dyn.  XVIII,  the  sum  of  259  years  and  10  months, 
given  to  only  six  kings,  seems  again  to  call  for  reduction ; 
since,  at  an  average  of  24 £,  they  could  claim  only  147  years. 
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But  there  are  signs  that  the  Shepherd  kings  were  really 
long-lived  ; and  the  Chronicle  also  seems  to  have  reckoned 
only  four  of  them  to  the  184  years  of  its  Dyn.  XXVII, 
being  the  time  of  their  ascendency  or  supremacy.  It  is 
more  probable,  too,  that  they  had  been  already  for  some  time 
settled  in  the  Delta  before  they  “ took  Memphis,”  than  that 
they  became  dominant  on  first  coming  in,  all  at  once ; espe- 
cially as  Manetho  himself  has  given  his  readers  to  under- 
stand that  there  was  no  fighting,  as  with  invaders,  on  their 
first  coming  in,  but  that  they  presumed  afterwards,  with  a 
strange  audacity,  to  make  themselves  masters.  And  lastly, 
it  is  most  unlikely  that  Manetho,  after  having  discontinued 
during  three  whole  dynasties  his  former  excessive  average, 
should  suddenly  break  out  again  into  exaggeration  merely 
to  do  honour  to  the  Shepherds,  even  though  they  did  belong 
locally  to  the  Delta.  It  is  safest,  therefore,  to  suppose  that, 
since  the  average  of  43  years  and  8 months  has  been  allowed 
by  him  to  kings  whose  memory  was  odious,  and  of  whom 
scarcely  any  monumental  traces  have  escaped,  this  average, 
however  wonderful,  did  not  exceed  the  truth. 

But  leaving  this  discussion  about  a dynasty  which  the 
Theban  priests,  as  limited  by  Eratosthenes,  would  be  sure  to 
omit,  let  us  return  to  those  three  of  the  “ Upper  Country  ” 
which  in  Manetho’s  lists  follow  next  after  the  six  of  the 
Lower,  that  is,  of  Tanis,  Memphis,  and  Central  Egypt. 
Whether  there  were  really  only  three  in  all  for  Upper  Egypt, 
or  whether  Manetho  did  full  justice  only  to  those  of  the 
“ Lower  Country,”  while  he  compressed  the  dynasties  of 
the  Upper  into  half  their  number,  we  need  not  as  yet  decide ; 
but  we  already  begin  to  suspect  that  the  latter  was  the  case, 
when  we  notice  how  he  has  dealt  with  the  names  and  years 
of  those  three  dynasties  of  Upper  Egypt  which  he  has 
admitted. 

To  the  first  of  them,  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus),  con- 
nected locally  with  Thebes  (or  with  Hermonthis  on  the  west 
bank,  which  seems  to  have  been  the  original  city),  Manetho 
gives  xvi  kings,  a number  parallel  to  the  XVII  of  the  two 
consecutive  Dynasties  X and  XI  (III  and  IV  of  Africanus), 
connected  locally  with  Memphis.  But  of  the  names  of  these 
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kings  he  mentions  not  one ; and  while  he  has  given  to  the 
xvii  Memphites  no  less  than  (214  + 277  = ) 491  years,  re- 
ducible for  Eratosthenes  to  (220^+  177  = ) 397^,  he  gives 
to  the  xvi  Diospolites  only  43,  that  is,  less  than  3 years 
apiece.  The  truth  is,  that  he  suppresses  altogether  both 
their  names  and  their  years,  attaching  only  in  appearance  to 
their  dynasty  a number  of  43  years,  which  he  had  a reason 
for  wishing  to  distinguish,  and  again  appending  the  name  of 
Amenemhe  I.,  with  16  years,  so  as  to  isolate  it  at  the  end  of 
his  Book  I.  for  a similar  reason.  Eratosthenes,  therefore, 
would  have  to  seek  from  the  priests  the  names  of  the  xvi 
kings  of  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Afric.),  to  whom  he  would  -be 
prepared  to  allow  about  392  years. 

In  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus),  also  called  Diospolite, 
though  not  specially  connected  with  the  locality  of  Thebes, 
Eratosthenes  would  find  vii,  or,  taking  in  Amenemhe  I.,  VIII 
kings,  all  named,  with  160  or  176  years;  so  that  only  an 
addition  of  11^  or  of  20  years  would  be  needed  to  bring 
them  up  to  his  average.  The  priests  might  tell  him,  from 
their  hieratic  papyri,  that  the  43  yenrs  nominally  attached  to 
Manetho’s  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Afric.)  belonged  really  to  the 
following  Dynasty  XV  (XII  of  Afric.);  and  that  if  they,  and 
the  16  of  Amenemhe  I.,  were  added  to  the  160,  the  sura  ob- 
tained, viz.  219,  would  exceed  the  true  sum  of  the  dynasty 
by  6 years.  • 

But  in  the  third  and  last  of  Manetho’s  early  dynasties  of 
Upper  Egypt,  whether  called  Diospolite  or  Xoite  (that  is, 
Nubian),  Eratosthenes  had  before  him  as  many  perhaps  as 
xxxvt  or  XXX  kings,  about  whose  names  and  historical  con- 
tinuance he  would  need  information,  the  sum  of  184  years 
given  to  them  being  scarcely  more  admissible  for  xxxvi  or 
xxx,  or  even  for  xxvi,  than  that  of  43  was  for  xvi  kings. 
This  sum,  which  affords  to  the  kings  only  5 years  and  4 
months,  or  at  most  6 years  each,  would  suggest  of  itself  the 
suspicion  that  either  Manetho  had  some  reason  for  wishing  to 
distinguish  the  number  184,  and  therefore  only  attached  it  to 
a line  of  xxxvi  kings  whose  true  historical  duration  he  sup- 
pressed; or  else,  if  the  184  years  truly  and  alone  belong  to 
this  dynasty,  that  he  had  some  reason  for  compressing  several 
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distinct  lines  of  kings  into  one  ; or,  lastly,  that  the  text  of  his 
lists  is  corrupt,  and  that  it  originally  had  some  smaller  number 
of  kings.  Thirty -six  kings  (to  say  nothing  of  LXXVI  which 
appear  in  the  text  of  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  and  Africanus),  if 
consecutive  in  one  local  line,  would  cover,  according  to  the 
ordinary  average,  882  years,  being  nearly  double  the  whole 
space  of  477  years  allowed  by  the  Chronicle  between  Menes 
and  Dyn.  XVIII,  and  more  than  double  the  time  which  any 
other  local  line,  or  consecutive  lines,  preceding  have  ap- 
]>eared  to  fill;  the  two  Dynasties,  VIII  and  IX  (I  and  II  of 
Africanus),  even  if  both  locally  connected  with  the  city  itself 
of  Tanis,  having  claimed  only  (190+ 222  = ) 412,  the  two 
consecutive  Dynasties  X and  XI  (III  and  IV  of  Africanus)  at 
Memphis  having  claimed  only  (214  + 177  =)  391,  and  the 
single  continuous  line  of  the  local  Thebans,  viz.  Dyn.  XIV 
(XI  of  Africanus),  claiming  only  392  years.  But  to  suppose 
a line  of  Upper  Egypt,  and  one,  too,  comparatively  unim- 
portant, to  run  back  400  years  above  Menes,  or  to  have  com- 
menced even  contemporaneously  with  the  earliest  Memphites 
or  Diospolites,  to  say  nothing  of  the  still  earlier  Tanites, 
would  be  either  plainly  absurd,  or  in  the  highest  degree 
improbable.  Eratosthenes,  therefore,  would  of  himself,  no 
doubt,  see  that  the  xxxvi  Xoite  kings  of  Dyn.  XVI  (XIV 
of  Afric.)  (supposing  that  number,  or  xxx,  or  even  xxvi 
to  have  been  in  his  text),  must  be  a consolidation  of  several 
contemporaneous  lines,  all  perhaps  of  the  same  blood,  which, 
if  exhibited  in  generations,  so  as  to  suit  the  space  of  184 
years,  would  not  exceed  the  number  of  vm.  And  the 
Theban  priests  would  tell  him,  that  there  had  really  been  in 
the  southern  parts  of  Upper  Egypt,  and  in  the  “ Lower  and 
Upper  Countries”  of  Nubia,  a numerous  family  of  kings, 
making  a great  show  in  the  hieratic  papyri,  whose  Egyptian 
blood  was  derived  in  part  from  a daughter  of  Amenemhe  I., 
or  Sesortasen  I.,  and  whose  commencement  dated  from  some 
point  of  time  later  than  the  conquest  of  Nubia;  so  that 
their  continuance,  if  reckoned  from  the  death  of  Sesortasen  I. 
(or  the  capture  of  Memphis  by  the  Shepherds),  in  B.C.  1932, 
to  the  accession  of  Amosis,  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  in  B.c. 
1748,  would  be  just  184  years.  But  no  doubt  they  had 
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really  commenced  from  20  to  30  years  earlier  than  the 
death  of  Sesortasen  I.,  so  as  to  cover  in  all  perhaps,  in  nine  or 
ten  generations,  a space  of  about  216  years. 

Taking  all  the  regal  dynasties  of  Manetho’s  Book  I.  as 
seemingly  consecutive,  and  unreduced,  Eratosthenes  had 
before  him  in  the  collective  sum  of  the  years,  viz.  1491,  of 
the  first  six  dynasties,  those,  that  is,  of  Lower  Egypt,  exactly 
three  times  the  true  chronological  number  of  (190 + 103  4 
184  = ) 477  years  intervening  according  to  the  Chronicle 
between  Menes  and  Dyn.  XVIII  (as  if  it  had  been  meant  to 
allude  under  this  triple  repetition  to  each  of  the  three  chief 
divisions  of  the  Delta,  Memphis,  and  Central  Egypt);  and 
besides  this  sum  of  thrice  477  years,  viz.  1431,  there  was 
yet  further  contained  in  the  1491  a fractional  remainder  of 
60  years,  capable  of  coalescing  either  with  the  43  years  of 
the  first  dynasty  of  Upper  Egypt,  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Afri- 
canus)  into  the  sum  of  103,  or  with  the  first  124,  the  only 
unchronological,  years  of  the  second  dynasty  of  Upper 
Egypt,  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africnnus),  into  the  sum  of  184 
years ; while,  after  the  first  124  of  Dyn.  XV,  its  remaining 
36  years  (124 + 36  = 160),  and  the  184  given  to  the  third 
and  last  of  the  early  dynasties  of  Upper  Egypt,  and  all  the 
years  of  the  remaining  dynasties,  are  upon  the  whole  consecu- 
tive and  chronological,  forming  a sum  of  1881  years  in 
fifteen  more  complete  dynasties,  parallel  to  the  1881  years 
given  by  the  Chronicle  in  its  last  fifteen  dynasties  and  lxxvi 
generations  for  the  duration  of  the  monarchy. 

So,  in  fact,  Manetho  having,  besides  the  1881  years  of  the 
Chronicle,  1674  additional  years  of  kings,  of  which  (22  + 217 
= ) 239  only  are  in  themselves,  though  not  in  their  attribu- 
tion, chronological,  and  having  given  of  these  1491  (which 
are  thrice  477,  and  60  over)  to  his  six  early  dynastiesof 
Lower  Egypt  (and  16  inconvenient  years  he  isolated  between 
his  Dynasties  XIV  and  XV,  so  as  to  include  them  in  his 
Book  I),  he  gave  to  the  three  early  dynasties  of  Upper  Egypt 
no  other  unchronological  years  than  two  complementary  sums, 
the  one  of  43  years  which  he  attached  to  the  first,  and 
the  other  of  124  which  he  attached  to  the  second  of  the  three 
dynasties  in  question,  that  these  same  sums  might  both 
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coalesce  with  the  remainder  of  60  years  belonging  to  the 
sum  of  the  six  dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt,  so  as  to  make  with 
it,  or  rather  to  indicate,  the  one  of  them  the  sum  of  103, 
the  other  the  sum  of  184  years.  This  will  be  made  clearer 
by  the  following  table,  in  which  all  Manetho’s  unchrono- 
logical  years,  and  years  of  Gods  and  Demigods  unchrono- 
logically  transferred  to  kings,  are  printed  in  red. 

Table  A,  of  1674  Years 

either  essentially  unchronologieal,  or  transferred  from  Gods 
and  Demigods  to  Kings,  in  Books  I.  and  II.  of  Manetho. 

In  Dyn.  VIII,  IX,  253=(22  + 14  + 217)  or  (190+ 68)  + 302  = 555 
In  Dyn.  X,  Xr,  214  + 277=491 

In  Dyn.  XII,  XIII,  248  +197  = 445 

Sam  of  the  years  of  the  Six  Dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt  . . 1 49 1 

But  this  sum  of  1491  is  equivalent  to 
190+  103+  184—  477 

190  + 103  + 134-477  But  60 

190  + 103  + 184-477  43 

(1431  +6u)  + 43 ofPyn.  XIV ofUpperEgypt  = lo.l 
124  of  Dyn.  XV  of  Upper  Egypt  in  Book  IL 

184 

Sum  total  of  years  of  kings  unchronologieal  or  transferred 
in  Books  I.  and  II.  of  Manetho  1674,  originating  in  22  of  the 
XIII  Gods  + 14  of  the  Cycle  thrown  up + 2 17  of  the  vm 
Demigods + (978 +443  = ) 1421  of  the  Cycle  thrown  up. 

Table  B,  of  1881  Years 

which  arc  chronological  and  parallel  on  the  whole  with  the 
1881  years  of  the  Kings  in  the  Chronicle,  the  places  of  par- 
ticular suppressions  (in  red)  and  of  compensations  made  by 
Manetho  being  distinguished  by  brackets,  and  by  the  marks 
for  minus  — after  the  sums  of  years  suppressed,  and  for 
plus  + before  the  sums  of  years  or  months  interpolated. 

36  (being  the  last  36  of  Dyn.  XV, 

XII  of  Afric.)  of  Upper  Egypt  . \ r 190 

184  of  Dyn.  XVI,  of  Upper  Egypt  . L =477=  j 103 

I 257  of  Dyn.  XVII,  of  the  Shepherds  J 1 184 

1 [ + 2.10“]  of  the  same  Dyn.  XVII  : 165  of  Dyn.  XVIII 
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1 [l  5 — of  the  same]  I 1 68  years  to  the  end  of  the  same  Dy- 
nasty XVIII  [+15  prefixed  to  Dyn.  XIX]  : 194  really 
belonging  to  the  same  Dynasty  XIX. 

Sum  of  the  chronological  years  of  Book  II.,  1020  years 
and  10  months,  which  with  124  unchronological  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  same  Book  make  a sum  total  of  1144  years 
and  10  months. 

Book  III.  has  135  of  Dyn.  XX  : 93  of  Dyn.  XXI  I [ + 
37  of  the  same]  : [1  — on  Dyn.  XXII]  : 120  of  the  same  : 89 
of  Dyn.  XXIII  : 6 of  Dyn.  XXIV  : [16—  on  the  same]  : 
40  of  Dyn.  XXV  : [21  —on  the  same]  : [27— on  Dyn. 
XXVI]  : 150  of  the  same  1 [ + 6 months  of  the  same]  : 124 
of  Dyn.  XXVII  : [+  4 months  of  the  same]  I [+6  years 
of  Dyn.  XXVII]  : 19  of  Dyn.  XXIX  : [ + 1 year  and  4 
months  of  the  same]  38  of  Dyn.  XXX. — Sum  of  Book 
III,  860  years  and  2 months ; which  with  the  1020  years  and 
10  months  of  Book  II.  make  the  sum  total  of  chronological 

O 

years  in  the  last  fifteen  dynasties  (with  the  36  ending 
Dynasty  XV)  to  amount  to  1881. 


But  as  regards  the  reigns  or  generations  of  the  first  ten 
dynasties  of  kings,  six  of  Lower  and  three  of  Upper  Egypt, 
and  one  of  the  Shepherds,  being  the  materials  which  Era- 
tosthenes or  his  assistants  would  have  in  the  first  instance 
to  review  and  prepare,  and  then  to  use  in  covering  with 

+ 1 56  + 1 i t.f  + 1 84  \ 

34  + 156+103+184+156  = ; 


names  ( 1 90  + 443  + 44  3)  or  ^ 


1076  years  of  the  Chronicle,  these  ten  dynasties,  the  six  with 
their  reigns  reduced,  and  the  three  with  their  reigns  expanded, 
to  the  average  length  of  24  £ years  which  Eratosthenes, 
following  the  Chronicle,  would  allow  for  kings,  (the  Shepherd 
dynasty  alone  being  unaltered,)  are  exhibited  below  in  the 
table  C.  In  this  the  kings  of  each  dynasty  are  represented 
by  the  numbers  1,  2,  3,  &c.  in  the  upper  one  of  two  lines, 
and  the  reign  of  each  king  as  reduced  or  expanded  (the 
units  of  Manetho  being  preserved),  is  set  in  the  lower  line 
immediately  below  that  number  in  the  upper  line  by  which 
he  is  represented,  the  whole  being  arranged  within  the  chro- 
nological spaces  (viz.  190+103  + 184,  in  all  477  years)  of  the 
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Chronicle.  For  the  sake  of  clearness,  that  the  whole  may  be 
seen  and  referred  to  together,  the  generations  finally  selected 
or  compounded  by  Eratosthenes  or  his  assistants,  with  the 
years  given  to  each,  are  also  subjoined  in  two  other  similar 
lines  parallel  to  the  kings  and  the  reigns  of  Manctho.  In 
both  of  the  two  parallel  schemes,  of  Manctho  and  Eratos- 
thenes, those  kings  or  generations  which  belong  also  to  the 
Chronicle  are  printed  in  small  capitals  ; and  in  the  scries  of 
Manetho  the  figures  indicating  kings  or  reigns  which 
(whether  as  reduced  or  unreduced)  are  found  also  in  the 
scheme  of  Eratosthenes,  are  all  printed  in  red.  Where  kings  or 
reigns  of  Manetho  are  omitted  by  Eratosthenes  for  want  of 
room,  but  are  still  alluded  to,  or  in  some  way  implied  to  have 
existed,  this  is  signified  by  a plus  sign  + placed  where  the 
name  or  reign  so  alluded  to  should  have  stood,  if  it  had  been 
expressly  reckoned.  And  where  any  king  or  reign  is  entirely 
omitted  and  unnoticed  by  Eratosthenes,  this  is  indicated  in 
like  manner  by  a minus  sign— in  the  place  which  should 
have  belonged  to  it.  Manetho’s  second  dynasty  of  Tanites 
(all  but  its  last  two  reigns,  put  up  into  a place  not  their 
own),  his  dynasty  of  Elephantinites,  and  the  dynasty  of  the 
Shepherds,  being  all  entirely  omitted  (though  the  existence  of 
the  second  dynasty  of  Tanites  is  perhaps  alluded  to)  by 
Eratosthenes,  these  three  dynasties  have  each  of  them  in  the 
table  only  the  two  lines  of  figures  properly  belonging  to  it, 
without  any  parallel  lines  for  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes. 
This  omission  of  three  lines  of  kings  with  302,  248,  and  260 
years  respectively,  brings  down  the  sum  of  Manetho’s  unchro- 
nological  years  by  810,  from  1674  to  864  ; and  the  864  when 
the  average  is  reduced  become  674  ; so  that  if  Eratosthenes 
had  had  no  additions  to  make  on  Dynasties  XIV  and  XVI  of 
Manetho,  (XI  and  XIV  of  Afric.)  there  would  have  been 
only  (674— 443  = ) 231  years  too  many  for  him  to  place; 
indeed  only  (231  — 156  = ) 75  years  too  many  ; since,  as  we 
shall  presently  find,  he  makes  room  for  five  more  early 
generations  of  Upper  Egypt  than  he  could  otherwise  have 
placed  by  depressing  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  to  the  extent 
of  156  years.  But  before  entering  into  the  details  of  his 
scheme  we  must  complete  our  review  of  his  materials. 
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Table  C. 


YbAN9  of  the 
CUROMCLK. 

Dyn.  XVI.  190  Yas. 

XVII.  103  Yes. 

XXVII.  184  Ye*. 

Dyn.  VIII.  IX.  Man.  r 

i 1!  Ill  IV  V V|  V||  VIII 

1.  2.  3.  4. 

ft.  6.  7.  8.  9. 

Yr*.  reduced.  . - < 

12.  27.  21.43.  20.46.  1“  >6. 

28.  19.  27.  17. 

41.  17.  ».  If.  30. 

1 Gen.  of  Erat-  - - r 

I II  III  + + IV  V + 

— 

— Dyn.  X.  6. 

i Yr*.  of  Erat.  - - c 

62.59.  32.  + 19.  + 18.  + 

— 

79. 

1 Dyn.  X.  XI.  Man.  r 

».  2.  3 4 5. 

vi  vii  g.  9. 

1.  2.  3.  4.  5.  6.  7 1. 1 

| Yr*.  reduced.  - - C 

28.  29  7.  17.  1 ti 

19.  4*-  30.  26. 

29.  43.  26.  33.  IS.  12.  10’g.  ] 

Gen.  of  Erat.  - - r 

+ 7.  8.  9.  10. 

XI  XII  [ + +J 

[13.  14.]  15.  16.  17.18.  +19. 

Yr*.  of  Erat.  - - * 

+ 6.  30.  26.  20. 

‘is.  M.t+  +] 

13.  10.  29.  27  31.33.  + 1 

| 'Dyn.  XII.  Man.  - t 

'•  *•  *• 

4.  5.  6.  7. 

8.  9. 

Yr*.  reduced.  - - ( 

28.  13.  20. 

17.  *0.  44.  9. 

44.  33. 

Dyn.  XIII.  Man.  - r 

1.  2.  3. 

iv  5. 

6. 

Yr*.  reduced.  - - t 

20.  33.  7. 

- - 94.  1. 

12. 

Geti.of  Erat.  • • f 

+ + + 

- - XX  21. 

22. 

Yr*.  of  Erat.  - - C 

+ + + 

- - 100.  1. 

a 

Dyn.  XIV.  M in.  r 

1.  2.  3.  4. 

ft.  6.  7.  8. 

9.  10.  11.  19.  13.  14.  15.  1» 

Yrs .augmented  - - € 

as.  24.  25.  34. 

25.  24.  2ft.  24 

2ft.  24.  2ft.  24.  25.  24.  25.  24. 

Gen.  of  Erat.  - - r 

23.  24.  25.  26. 

+ + + + 

+ + + + 27.  28.  29.  30. 

Yr*.  of  Erat.  - - t 

22.  12.  8.  18. 

+ + + + 

+ + + + 7.  12.  11.  60. 

Dyn.  XV.  Man.  - c 

1.  it 

3.  4.  ft.  6.  7.  8. 

Yr*  of  Man.  • - t 

1G.  46. 

38.  48.  8.  8.  8.  4. 

Gen.  of  Erat.  - - c 

31.XXXI! 

33.  + 34.  35. 

Yr*.  of  Erat.  - t 

+ 42 

23.  + 55.  43.  — — 

Dyn.  XVI.  of  Man.  f 

f *• 

2.  3.  4.  5.  6.  7.  8.  9. 

XIV.  of  Afric.  - ! 

'• 

2.  3.  4.  5.  a 7.  8.  9. 

four  concurrent  1 

1 >• 

2.  3.  4.  5.  6.  7.  8 9. 

line*  of  Nubians  - 

l i. 

a.  3.  4.  5.  1 <■  »•  1 

Yr*.  augmented  - 

25. 

24.  25.  24.  25.  24.  25.  24  . 2V 

Oen.  of  Erat.  - - r 

— 

+ + + + 36.  87.  38.  + 

Yr*.  of  Erat.  • - » 

- 

+ + + + 5.  19.  63.  + 

Dyn.  XVII.  Man.  r 

1.  2. 

111  IV  V VI 

Yr*.  unreduced.  - l 

19.  44. 

35.7*.  61.  50.1*.  49.2*. 

Sums  of  the  kings  and  gears  of  the  above  dynasties  of  Majulho  as  reduced, 
and  of  Eratosthenes  as  actually  specified , 

Tanite*?  193  + 2*2  vr*. 
Thinitrf  190  -■  yrt. 
Memphite*  214  + 177  jrr*. 
Memphite*  201  + 178  yr*. 
Memphite*  228  + 167  jt*. 
Memphite*  — — 107  yr*. 
Man.  C XIV,  XV,  XVI  (XI.  XII,  XIV,  Afrlc.)  xvi+vUl+xxxvi  Theban*  392+  176+  184  yr*. 
Erat.  J XIV,  XV.  XVI  (XI,  XII,  XIV,  Aide.)  tiU+  v + ill  Theban*  150  + 163  + 87  yr*. 


Man.  f 

VIII, 

IX 

( 

I, 

11,  Afric. 

) viii+vii 

Erat.  1 

VIII. 

IX 

( 

1, 

11,  Afric. 

)»  

Man.  ( 

x. 

XI 

( 

HI, 

IV,  Afric. 

) lx  + vM 

Erat.  c 

x. 

XI 

< III. 

IV.  Afric. 

) vii  + vii 

Man.  ( 

XII, 

XIII 

( 

V, 

VI.  Afric. 

)ix  +»i 

Erat.  1 

XII, 

XIII 

( 

V, 

VI,  Afric. 

) ill 

The  parallel  lines  in  the  Scheme  D,  and  the  figures  in 
Table  C,  are  the  same  thing,  except  that  the  parallel  lines  in 
D exhibit  to  the  eye  the  chronological  spaces  in  their  true 
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relative  positions  and  proportions,  while  the  reigns  or  gene- 
rations subdividing  them  are  to  be  found  in  the  Table  C. 


Scheme 

D. 

Chronic]#  Dyn.  XVI. 

190.  i XVII.  103.  ; XXVII 

184. 

XVIII.  the  first  1S6  of  348.  Ac. 

: i i i i i i 

*.c‘  2224. 

Mrnrtho.  Djrti.  VIII. 

i l I : I i 1 i i : i i « 
B.C.  2034.  B.c.'  1932. 

!?L  _j 

i i i i i i 

B.C.' 

i i i i i ii  i : i 

1748.  B.c.  ISM. 

: 

: 

f.ratotthcnes. 

1 X. 

IPO  • • 

Hi  + 103  XI. 

_L” 

13+ 

XIII. 

98  + 39  + 64  t 

104  + 61  +12  • 

178 

XIV. 

40  +61+6  * 

106  + 103  + 

- _ 

GO” 

; XV.  » + 

90 

133 

: 42  + 

1 XVI.  **?_+ 

121  ; 
184 

i XVII.  73  + 

87 

184 

XVIII. 

IS6 

Sec. 

That  reduction  which  we  have  seen  to  be  called  for  by 
the  average  length  of  the  reigns  in  the  first  six  royal  dy- 
nasties of  Manetho,  Eratosthenes  and  his  assistants  unfortu- 
nately could  not  make  uniformly  and  naturally,  because 
those  XV  new  generations  in  443  years  which  were  to  be  in- 
serted among  the  kings  of  the  Chronicle  had  an  average 
length  not  of  24£  years  each,  but  of  29£,  not  so  much  as  1 
year  less  than  the  average  length  of  reign  of  Manetho’s  xlix 
kings.  On  the  other  hand  they  could  not  give  to  the  gene- 
rations of  the  first  dynasty  of  kings  those  63  years  by  which 
Manetho  had  increased  their  average  without  departing  from 
the  framework  of  the  Chronicle.  So  they  retained  and 
marked  its  sum  of  190  years,  suppressing  or  consolidating 
three  of  the  vm  generations  of  the  Chronicle,  and  three  of 
the  vm  corresponding  names  of  Manetho,  whereby  the 
remaining  five  obtained  an  average  length  of  38  years 
each,  the  excess  however  being  all  concentrated  upon  the 
first  two  reigns.  And  the  like  they  did  again,  after  inter- 
posing ten  generations,  as  has  been  said  above,  marking 
the  190  years  a second  time  in  five  generations  as  before, 
by  the  help  of  a transposition  of  two  of  the  shorter  reigns 
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in  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Afric.)  from  the  bottom  to  the  top  of 
their  dynasty,  and  by  the  help  of  64  years  of  a whole  cen- 
tury given  in  a single  generation  to  Phiops  of  Dyn.  XIII 
(VI  of  Afric.).  Having  thus  made  a space  answering  to 
Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle  at  both  ends,  and  in  each  case 
with  only  five  generations,  they  were  able  to  give  to  the 
intermediate  ten  generations  (which  have  253  years,  and  are 
capable  of  coalescing  on  either  side  with  the  five  adjacent 
into  fifteen  generations  with  443  years)  an  average  of  some- 
thing over  25  years,  being  little  more  than  the  average  of  the 
Chronicle,  instead  of  the  30c  of  Manetho,  or  the  29£  of  the 
generations  of  the  Cycle.  Thus,  when  it  might  have  seemed 
natural  rather  to  follow  uniformly  the  average  of  Manetho, 
or  something  very  near  it,  as  agreeing  with  that  properly 
belonging  to  the  xv  generations  of  the  Cycle  now  inserted 
among  the  kings,  they  showed  their  sense  of  its  inaccuracy; 
and  at  the  same  time  they  cleverly  disposed  of  that  excess 
which  they  were  obliged  to  introduce  somewhere,  by  lumping 
it  all  together  in  two  or  three  places  where  it  could  cause  no 
historical  error.  For  in  Dyn.  VIII  (XVI  of  the  Chronicle,  I 
of  Afric.)  it  is  easy  to  restore  the  three  names  suppressed ; 
and  for  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Afric.),  though  they  omitted  one 
name  and  transposed  two  others,  the  sum  of  years,  viz.  178, 
approaches  within  6 to  the  184  of  the  parallel  Dyn.  XXVII 
of  the  Chronicle,  and  so  probably  represents  the  true  dura- 
tion of  the  tributary  Memphites.  The  intervening  genera- 
tions represent  really  201,  but  as  placed  only  195,  years  of 
Dyn.  X (III  of  Afric.),  156  of  them  seeming  to  be  anterior  to 
Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  39  seeming  coincident  with 
its  first  39  years,  and  6 seeming  to  run  on  unchronologi- 
cally,  merely  to  depress  the  178  following  years  of  Dyn.  XI 
(IV  of  Afric.),  so  as  to  end  together  with  the  184  of  Dyn. 
XXVII  of  the  Chronicle.  But  when  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Afric.) 
is  put  down  to  its  true  chronological  place,  and  when  the 
whole  of  the  103  years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  instead 
of  only  39,  are  interposed  between  it  and  the  end  of  the  vm 
Tanites,  coincident  seemingly  with  the  end  of  the  156th  but 
really  of  the  162nd  year  of  the  earliest  Memphites,  it  is  by 
no  means  to  be  thought  that  these  latter  continued  only  for  39 
years  into  the  space  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle ; on  the 
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contrary,  it  is  certain  that  they  continued  during  the  whole 
103  years,  to  the  time  of  the  Shepherd  domination.  So  either 
64  years  and  two  or  three  kings  are  to  be  added  to  those  of 
Eratosthenes,  making  xi  or  xii  kings  in  all,  and  265  years,  if 
the  Memphites  began  only  28  years  after  Menes  the  founder  of 
Memphis ; or  else,  if  the  number  of  201  or  rather  214  years 
is  their  whole  duration,  their  line,  ending  when  the  Shepherds 
took  Memphis  in  B.c.  1932,  cannot  have  begun  earlier  than 
in  B.c.  2145,  79  years  after  Menes;  and  the  first  reign  of  79 
years  really  covers  two  kings  and  51  out  of  64  years  omitted 
below.  And  this  no  doubt  is  the  more  probable  supposition. 

Independently  of  any  general  principle  as  to  the  average 
length  to  be  admitted  for  the  reigns  of  the  kings,  the  admis- 
sion of  the  consecutive  series  of  the  Chronicle,  making  only 
477  years  from  Menes  to  Dyn.  XVIII,  and  the  substitution 
of  its  sum  of  190  years  for  the  first  Tanite  dynasty,  instead 
of  the  253  of  Manetho,  would  of  itself  render  a proportionate 
reduction  of  the  years  of  Manetho’s  five  following  dynasties 
inevitable.  Otherwise  it  would  be  impossible  to  make  the 
sums  of  Manetho’s  dynasties  lie  within  the  limits  of  the 
Chronicle.  For  if  we  give  with  the  Chronicle  190  years 
only  to  the  first  Tanite  dynasty,  and  suppose,  as  seems  at 
first  natural,  Manctho’s  second  dynasty  of  Tanites  (not  Thi- 
nites)  to  follow  it,  as  kings  of  the  same  lineage  and  locality, 
only  subordinate,  or  perhaps  of  a younger  branch,  after  the 
supremacy  had  passed  to  Memphis,  the  sum  of  Manetho,  viz. 
302  years,  unreduced,  and  beginning  from  the  end  of  the  190 
of  the  earlier  Tanites,  would  not  only  extend  through  the 
103  years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  which  should  be 
its  natural  limit,  but  also  through  all  the  184  of  the  Shep- 
herds of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  which  is  highly 
improbable,  and,  more  than  this,  through  15  years  of  Dyn. 
XVIII,  which  is  plainly  absurd.  So  again  as  regards  the 
two  Memphite  dynasties  X and  XI  (III  and  IV  of  Afric.), 
which  are  certainly  consecutive, with(2144  277  = )491  years, 
even  if  they  were  supposed  to  begin  with  Menes  himself, 
still  the  first  of  them  would  run  24  years  into  Dyn.  XVII 
of  the  Chronicle,  and  the  second,  after  covering  its  79  re- 
maining years  and  all  the  184  years  of  the  Shepherds  (who 
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yet  set  up  a new  family  at  Memphis),  would  run  on  14  years 
into  Dyn.  XVIII,  which  again  is  plainly  absurd. 

But  if  it  be  supposed  that  the  second  Tanite  dynasty  was 
contemporary  with  the  first,  as  if  two  divisions  of  the  city 
of  Tanis  separated  by  the  water,  or  two  cities  both  in  the 
same  region  of  Tanis,  had  each  its  own  line  of  kings, — and  if 
in  like  manner  it  be  supposed  that  Dyn.  XII  (V  of  Afric.) 
of  Elephantinitc-MemphiteB  (that  is  Memphites  perhaps  of 
the  East  Bank)  were  contemporary  with  those  of  Dyn.  X 
or  XI  (III  or  IV  of  Afric.),  and  those  of  Dyn.  XIII  again 
(VI  of  Afric.)  with  those  of  Dyn.  X(III  of  Afric.), — then, 
and  in  every  case  the  reductions  made  in  the  principal  dynas- 
ties will  require  a similar  reduction  to  be  made  of  all  other 
dynasties  grouped  together  with  them  and  originally  similar 
to  them  in  the  average  lengths  of  their  reigns. 

But  besides  the  books  of  Manetho,  and  the  Chronicle,  and 
those  hieratic  sources  used  by  Manetho  which  would  be 
equally  known  to  the  priests  at  Thebes,  a word  must  be 
said  of  other  materials.  For  though,  when  it  is  said  that 
Manetho  wrote  “ from  the  sacred  records  of  the  temples,” 
or  that  Eratosthenes  made  out  his  Theban  list  of  kings 
“ from  the  monuments,”  the  records  and  monuments  intended 
are  no  doubt  only  the  hieratic  papyri,  and  there  is  no  pro- 
Bability  that  either  Manetho,  or  Eratosthenes,  or  the  priests 
his  assistants,  had  studied  the  monuments  properly  so-called 
with  a view  to  history  ; still  there  were  at  Thebes  itself,  and 
at  Abydos  in  the  Thebaid,  some  monumental  lists  of  kings, 
especially  that  of  Kamcscs  II.  at  Abydos,  and  that  of  Thoth- 
mes  III.  at  Ivarnak,  so  remarkable,  that  the  Theban  priests 
having  them  before  their  eyes  could  not  fail  to  think  and 
sjteak  of  them  when  consulted  by  Eratosthenes. 

Of  the  Abydos  tablet,  which  seems  to  have  exhibited  in 
its  uppermost  and  second  lines  (26  + 25  = ) 51  cartouches  of 
kings,  much  need  not  be  said.  Its  scries  may  probably  have 
commenced  with  Menes  and  his  seven  Tanite  successors,  who 
would  so  be  naturalised  as  “ Tenites,”  This  or  Teni  being 
the  civil  capital  of  the  nomc  in  which  Abydos  and  its  temple 
were  situated.  For  in  other  monumental  lists  of  Dynasties 
XVIII  and  XIX,  Menes,  though  singly,  or  with  only  one 
other  intermediate  link,  viz.  either  Mentuhotep  Ka-neb-kher, 
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or  Sesortasen  I.,  stands  at  the  head.  But  the  first  14  names 
in  the  upper  line  and  the  first  8 at  least  in  the  second  are 
broken  away;  and  the  12  names  remaining  entire  in  the 
upper  line  are  scarcely  to  be  identified  with  any  one  series  in 
Manetho’s  lists.  In  the  second  line  the  xii  legitimate  kings 
of  Dyn.  XVIII  ending  with  Rameses  II.,  are  immediately 
preceded  by  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus.) 

The  Thothmes  Chamber  of  Knrnnk  demauds  a more  par- 
ticular attention ; and  as  there  will  be  occasion  to  refer  to  it 
in  detail,  the  relative  position  of  its  kings  shall  be  here  ex- 
hibited in  a tabular  form : 

0 c a e h 


Thothmes  III. 

f *3  [7.  0,  5,  4. 

6,  i,  1 ] 

1 0,  2.  S, 

4,5.6,  7.  8,1 

offering. 

1.'.,  4,  S.  it,  1J 

0.  :s. 

1 9,  10.]  [10. 

9,  8,  7,  6,  5,1 

Thothmes  HI. 

( 2,  3,  4.  0. 

8,  7.]  6. 

S.  2,  1J 

[1.  2.  S,  4,  1 

offering. 

<■  l3  [1J.+  12,  11,  10, 

t>,  8.  7. 

; *.  5,  0, 

7,  8,  9,  10.]  > 

Thothmes  III. 
offering. 

Thothmes*  III. 
offering. 


d b f 


a b is  a line  dividing  the  wall  of  the  chamber  immediately 
opposite  to  the  entrance  from  top  to  bottom : c d and  e f arc 
the  two  corners ; the  spaces  to  the  right  of  e f and  to  the  left 
of  c d,  are  the  side  walls  to  the  right  and  left  of  the  spectator 
as  he  enters.  The  figures  on  the  four  lines  represent  lxi 
kings,  all  seated,  with  his  name  (generally,  but  not  always, 
the  throne-name)  added  to  each.  They  all  face  towards 
Thothmes  III.,  who  is  represented  four  times  over,  standing 
before  a table  of  offerings,  and  “ offering  to  his  ancestors  the 
kings  of  Upper  and  the  kings  of  Lower  Egypt.”  So  the 
four  lines  of  kings  to  the  right  of  the  spectator  arc  all  dos-d- 
dos  to  the  four  lines  to  his  left,  the  whole  being  divided  by 
the  line  a b into  two  distinct  groups. 

It  seems,  however,  that  in  this  Theban  monument  of  the 
fourth  king  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  the  distinction  of  the  “Upper 
and  Lower  Countries  ’’  divides  not  so  much  the  Delta  and 
the  region  of  Memphis  from  the  Thebaid,  as  the  district  of 
Thebes  itself  and  Central  Egypt,  including  Memphis,  from 
the  more  southern  regions  and  the  Lower  and  Upper 
Nubias.  For  of  the  four  parallel  lines  of  Beated  kings  to  the 
left  of  the  spectator,  who  must  be  meant  for  the  kings  of  the 
Lower  Country,  none  arc  from  the  Delta,  but  the  first  seven 
may  perhaps  be  identified  with  Manetho’s  earliest  Memphite 
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Dynasty  X (III  of  Africanus).  At  any  rate  Eratosthenes 
was  made  so  to  identify  them.  After  these  seven  names 
( some  names  of  kings  belonging  to  this  and  other  dynasties 
being  as  it  seems  omitted),  there  follow  next,  sitting  and 
facing  the  same  way,  but  to  be  read  as  if  turned  into  the  faces 
of  the  preceding,  four  kings  certainly  identifiable  with  Dyn. 
XIII  of  Manetho  (VI  of  Afric.),  which  is  called  Memphite 
by  him,  but  which  no  doubt  reigned  in  Central  Egypt,  in  the 
parts  south  of  Memphis.  After  them  there  is  a series  of  xin 
names,  the  first  of  them  styled  only  Prince,  which  are  identifi- 
able with  Dyn.  XIV  of  Manetho  (XI  of  Afric.),  both  by  their 
antiquity,  by  their  number,  approaching  to  xvi,  and  by  their 
known  connection  with  the  locality  of  Thebes  or  Hermonthis. 
In  the  midst  of  these,  sitting  and  facing  apparently  the  same 
way,  but  really  in  inverse  order,  as  if  sitting  into  their  faces, 
is  a shorter  line  of  vn  kings,  identical  with  those  of  Manctho’s 
Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Afric.),  called  by  Manetho  Diospolites 
like  the  former,  but  not  like  them  locally  residing  at  Thebes. 
So  the  group  of  the  kings  of  the  Lower  Country,  on  the  left 
hand  side  of  the  chamber,  consists  in  all  of  four  lines  or 
dynasties  of  kings,  connected  with  that  part  of  Egypt  of 
which  Memphis  was  the  northernmost  and  Thebes  the  most 
southern  capital.  But  among  these  kings  of  the  Lower 
Region  we  find  no  trace  of  either  of  Manetho’s  two  Dy- 
nasties VIII  and  IX  (I  and  II  of  Afric.)  of  Tanites,  nor  of 
his  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Afric.)  of  those  Memphites  who  built 
the  Great  Pyramids  and  were  contemporaries  of  the  Shep- 
herds, nor  of  the  kings  of  his  Dyn.  XII  (V  of  Afric.), 
called  Elephantinite.  The  names,  so  far  as  they  remain  and 
are  legible,  of  the  other  four  dynasties  which  are  repre- 
sented, though  not  without  omissions,  are  as  follows : — 

3.  Meranre Gen.  xxi  of  Erat. 

4.  Nephcrchere  Gen.  xxn  of  Erat. 
Dyn. XIV(XI  Afric.),  xvi  Diospolites. 

1.  Nanttf  i.,  I’rince  — — 

2.  Mentuhutep  i.  Gen.  xxui  ? of  Erat. 

3.  Nantef  u.  ...  — — — 

4.  Nantef  m.  ...  — — — 

5.  [Nantcf-aa  ?]  Gen.  xxiv  ? of  Erat. 

6.  Nantef  r.  ...  Gen.  xxv  ? of  Erat 

7.  [Ita-ncb-toti?']  — — — 

8.  Ha-snrferkar.  Gen  xxvi  ? of  Erat. 


Dyn.  X (III of  Afric.),  tx Memphites. 
1.  lia-tmen  tcli... ?Gcn.  vt  ? of  Erat. 


2.  lost Gen.  vn  ? of  Erat. 

3.  lost Gen.  vm  ? of  Erat. 

4.  Axm  Gen.  IX  ? of  Erat. 

5.  Aan  Gen.  x ? of  Erat. 

6.  Salioura Gen.  XI  ? of  Erat. 

7.  Snefrou Gen.  xn  ? of  Erut. 

Dyn.  XIII(VI  Afric.),  vi  Memphites. 

1.  Tcti — — — 

2.  Papa  Gen.  xx  of  Erat. 
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9.  Ha-neb- kher  ...Gen.xxrufof  Erat. 

10.  lia-nub-cbeper  Gen.  xxvm  of  Erat. 

1 1.  Tseserenra  ...  Gen.  XXIX?  of  Erat. 

12.  Necht-en-ra  1 r, _ ... 

13.  Ha-tekenn  J Gen- XXI  of  Erat. 

Djn.X  V (XII  of  Afric.)nn  Diospolites. 
1.  Ra-cheper-kar  Gen.  xxxi.  of  Erat, 


2 . Ras-hotep-het  Gen.  xxxn  of  Erat. 

3.  Ra-nub-karu  Gen.  xxxm  of  Erat. 

4.  [ Ra-kknkarv  ?]  Gen.  xxxiv  of  Erat. 

5.  [Ra-en-ma  y]  ...Gen.  xxxv  of  Erat. 

6.  Ra-ma-khrvu  — — — 

7.  Ra-*ebek-nefrou  — — — 


Thus  on  the  left  side  of  the  chamber  there  were  (7  + 4 + 
13 + 7 = ) xxxi  names.  On  the  other,  to  our  right,  for  the 
kings  of  the  Upper  Country,  there  were  xxx  names;  of 
which  latter  perhaps  about  half  have  been  found  also  on  other 
separate  monuments.  And  as  these  both  by  their  number, 
by  their  ascertained  connection  of  lineage  with  Amencmhe  I. 
and  Sesortasen  L,  and  also  with  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XVIII, 
and  by  their  local  connection  with  the  southernmost  part  of 
Egypt  and  with  Nubia,  are  clearly  identified  with  Dyn. 
XVI  of  Manetho  (XIV  of  Africanus),  and  their  continuance 
must  have  been  chiefly  during  those  184  years  which  are 
indicated  by  their  sum  in  Manetho’s  lists,  we  may  collect  both 
that  Manetho’s  genuine  sum  of  the  kings  of  this  dynasty  was 
either  xxx  or  xxxvr  rather  than  lxxvi,  and  also  that  several 
lines  of  kings,  of  the  same  lineage  and  general  locality,  are 
here  consolidated  into  one.  The  symmetry  of  the  two  groups 
for  the  Upper  and  Lower  Countries  of  itself  suggests  that 
as  there  are  certainly  four  distinct  lines  in  the  one  case,  so 
there  are  probably  three  or  four  in  the  other ; and  the  number 
of  kings,  if  there  are  xxxvi,  makes  it  plainly  impossible  to 
suppose  that  they  were  all  consecutive.  The  names  preserved 
on  the  right  hand  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  are  not  here 
given,  as  Eratosthenes  takes  from  them  only  three  or  four, 
and  those  arc  not  identifiable.  Their  division  in  the  scheme 
above  into  three  dynasties  or  lines  is  merely  conjectural,  to 
show  the  sort  of  order  in  which  the  cartouches  on  the  right 
side  must  be  supposed  to  read,  analogous  to  the  order  of 
those  on  the  left. 

With  these  materials  for  selection  and  compression  before 
them,  the  Theban  priests  were  called  upon  by  Eratosthenes 
to  draw  out  a list  of  generations  of  kings,  either  answering 
exactly  to  the  lxxvi  of  the  Chronicle  in  1881  years,  or 
at  most  only  adding  xv  more  generations  with  443  years. 
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It  is  plain,  therefore,  that  of  the  1674  years  of  Manetho 
which  are  either  un chronological  altogether  or  unchronologi- 
cally  transferred  to  kings  after  Menes,  they  would  have  had 
to  omit  1231,  even  if  they  had  wished  to  adhere  to  Manetlio’s 
scheme  as  closely  as  possible.  But  this  they  were  not  likely 
so  to  adhere  to  as  to  favour  unduly  the  early  dynasties  of 
Lower  Egypt  at  the  expense  of  those  of  Upper. 

The  first  and  simplest  idea,  seeing  that  Manetho  had  given 
nearly  all  his  unchronological  years  to  the  six  dynasties  of 
Lower  Egypt,  would  have  been  to  retain  for  the  dynasties 
of  Upper  Egypt  the  whole  sum  of  477  chronological  years 
from  Menes  to  Dyn.  XVIII,  which  they  already  possessed 
in  the  scheme  of  Manetho,  (only  substituting  some  of  those 
Diospolites  of  liis  Dynasties  XIV,  XV,  and  XVI,  whose 
names  and  years  he  in  great  part  suppresses,  for  the  Shep- 
herds, to  whom  he  gives  260  years,)  and  then  simply  to  pre- 
fix 443  unchronological  years  with  names  selected  from  the 
dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt,  instead  of  the  much  greater 
number  given  them  by  Manetho.  But  this  would  have  re- 
quired the  distinct  introduction  of  a line  of  kings  with  443 
years  anterior  to  Menes  and  his  seven  successors,  which  could 
not  be  thought  of.  And  as  these  eight  Tanite  kings,  wherc- 
ever  tliey  might  seem  to  be  placed,  necessarily  held  the  first 
190  true  and  chronological  years  of  the  monarchy,  their  dis- 
tinct enumeration  as  Thinites  at  the  head  of  all  left  to  the 
Thebans  after  the  insertion  of  443  unchronological  years, 
only  103-(- 184  = 287  of  those  477  chronological  years  which 
by  the  scheme  of  Manetho,  if  they  had  been  given  in  full,  and 
the  Shepherds  neglected  as  only  contemporaries,  they  would 
seem  to  occupy.  The  first  operation  then  was  not  merely 
to  -prefix  443  unchronological  years  in  XV  generations, 
but  to  amalgamate  these,  as  has  been  said  above,  with 
the  first  190  chronological  years,  so  that  they  might  be 
reckoned  with  Menes,  at  the  head  of  all,  or  after  the  443 
years  apart  from  Menes  at  pleasure ; and  its  result  was  the 
following  scheme,  the  first  443  years  of  which  may  be  regarded 
as  coiTcsponding  to  the  thrice  477  and  the  remainder  of  60 
of  the  first  six  dynasties  of  kings  of  Manetho ; while  the  rest 
begin  and  proceed  concurrently  with  his  1881  chronological 
years;  i.  e.  from  after  the  124th  year  of  his  Dyn.  XV. 
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Scheme  E. 


hrailelr.  ; j . 

m.  ; XYU  190 1 XVII.  103 j XXVILJW4 

ic'.ttH.  B.C.*  3034.  B.C.'  1932. 


XVI II.  160 

B.c.  1748. 


: &c. 

B.c.  169*2. 


413 

-*—•*-*  — *- 


: Dyn.  VIII.  190 


: Dyn.  X.  ?0I 


Dyn.  XI.  178 


XUI.  64  : 


U 


190  : 

-* + - 


-**-*-*-*-*  — * » — *- 


• Dyn.  VIII.  190 


: Dyn.  X.  ‘201 


Dyn.  XI.  178 


* j I 443 

xiii.  ,G4  | y«- 

: of 


i - 103  : 340  ( a 184  + 166) 

Dyn.  XIII.  H*****-^^^ **—*—* * ***- 


41+60  + 

Dyn.  XIV. 


Dyn.  XV.  94  + 69 


XVI.  87  : 


For  the  composition  of  these  xx  generations  with  (190  + 
443  =)  633  years,  Menes  and  his  vii  successors  were  put 
first,  only  compressed  into  five,  with  their  full  sum  according 
to  the  Chronicle  of  190  years.  After  them  vn  Memphite 
generations  with  201  years,  made  out  of  the  last  two  kings 
of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  IX  and  seven  of  the  ix  of  his  Dyn. 
X (II  and  III  of  Afric.),  though  with  a covert  allusion  under 
the  13  years  of  the  next  generation  belonging  to  Dyn.  XI 
(IV  of  Afric.)  to  the  13  years  still  wanting  to  complete  the 
214  of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Afric.).  And  these  seven  Memphite 
generations  of  Eratosthenes  seem  to  be  meant  to  corre- 
spond to  the  first  vii  cartouches  of  the  Thothmes  Chamber 
of  Karnak,  though  it  is  not  easy  to  identify  the  names  pre- 
served there  with  those  of  Manetho’s  lists.  Then  follow 
beyond  a doubt  the  kings  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XI  (his  second 
of  Memphites),  only  with  vn  names  instead  of  viii,  and 
those  not  all  of  them  identifiable,  nor  in  the  same  order 
as  with  Manetho.  And  these,  who  as  tributaries  of  the 
Shepherds  and  as  being  of  evil  memory  are  omitted  in  the 
Thothmes  Chamber,  but  who  as  the  builders  of  the  pyra- 
mids would  be  required  by  Eratosthenes,  have  178  years. 
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short  by  six  only  of  184,  the  full  period  of  the  Shepherd 
domination. 

Lastly,  the  443  years  to  be  inserted,  if  the  190  are 
reckoned  first,  or  the  190,  if  the  443  are  understood  to  be 
prefixed,  are  completed  by  the  first  64  years  of  the  full 
century  given  to  the  single  generation  of  Phiops,  the  fourth 
king  of  the  Memphite  Dyn.  XIII  of  Manetho,  but  the 
second  of  the  same  family  of  kings  as  he  appears  in  the 
Thothmes  Chamber.  So  his  generation  is  ambiguous,  and 
capable  of  being  reckoned  with  either  the  one  or  the  other 
of  the  two  series  into  which  it  is  divided.  But  it  belongs 
rather  to  the  first,  being  wanted  to  complete  the  five  gene- 
rations of  the  second  exhibition  of  the  190  years,  answering 
to  the  five  generations  of  their  first  exhibition. 

Supposing  now  for  the  moment  those  443  years  which 
we  have  been  considering  to  be  consecutive,  and  identical  or 
concurrent  with  443  of  the  chronological  years  really  fol- 
lowing, according  to  the  scale  of  the  Chronicle,  after  the  1 90 
of  the  first  Tanites,  it  follows,  since  (190  + 443  =)633 
exceed  477  by  156,  that  they  overrun  by  156  years  the  head 
of  Dyn.  XVIII,  to  which,  however,  the  name  of  Phiops  is 
certainly  unknown,  and  under  which  there  is  no  room  for 
any  concurrent  lines.  Consequently,  for  such  as  knew  the 
true  Chronology,  it  would  be  clear  that,  however  presented, 
the  443  years,  if  all  consecutive,  must  have  begun  156  years 
before  the  end  of  the  first  dynasty  of  Tanites.  And  if,  as 
was  actually  the  case,  it  were  desired  after  the  first  190 
years  of  Tanites  to  exhibit  the  sum  of  443  twice  over,  once 
for  Lower  Egypt  and  once  for  Upper,  the  second  series  of 
443  being  made  to  commence  after  the  second  exhibition  of 
190,  as  the  first  series  began  after  the  first  exhibition  of  the 
same  number,  then  it  follows  in  like  manner  that  the  second 
series  of  443  also  will  run  156  years  into  the  chronological 
space  of  Dyn.  XVIII ; and  this  time  (since  we  may  not  add 
any  more  unchronological  or  concurrent  years  than  the  first 
443  already  placed  above),  there  will  be  a real  chronological 
depression  of  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  to  the  extent  of  156 
years,  unless  some  of  its  kings  are  named  in  the  series, 
which  is  not  the  case.  The  fact  is,  that  besides  those  184 
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years  of  the  anonymous  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle 
which  Manetho  restored  to  their  true  place  and  to  the 
Shepherds,  and  which  the  Theban  priests,  suppressing  the 
Shepherds,  gave  to  kings  of  Upper  Egypt,  there  were  in  the 
Chronicle  years  of  anarchy  and  foreign  rule  not  really 
belonging  to  those  adjacent  generations  to  which  they  were 
added,  and  in  one  or  two  long  dynasties  generations  of  a 
length  altogether  exceptional.  So  that  156  years  might 
easily  be  spared  and  thrown  up  from  below  to  make  room  for 
some  of  the  kings  of  Upper  Egypt  anterior  to  Dyn.  XVIII, 
and  to  produce  a symmetrical  equality  and  parallelism 
between  the  early  unchronological  or  contemporaneous 
dynasties  of  Lower  and  the  early  chronological  dynasties  of 
Upper  Egypt,  after  the  first  Tanites,  who  were  the  common 
source  and  trunk  to  the  king3»of  both  the  Lower  and  the 
Upper  Countries. 

The  two  series  then  of  443  years  are  exhibited  apparently 
only  as  consecutive,  but  really  in  the  following  form : — 


Scheme  E. 


Chronicle. 


H.C 

22*4. 

B.c.  2034 

B.c.  1932 

b.c.  1748.  b.c. 

nt 

XVI.  190 

J XVII. 

103 

XXVII.  184 

XV 11 1. the  1st  156 of 348  : 

: i i i i i i i 

ilc»thenes. 

H.:  190 

'j 

i i 

l l i i 1 i 

i i i 

i i i i i I i i 

a 

— i b 

j 

X.  s* 

+39+ [6  j 

XIII. 

61  _ 

| 

g 443  years  of 

Lower  Egypt.  \ 

c 

58 

/r 

120  J 

i e 

: 

] 

1 502. 
&c. 


XII!.: il 

h : 36+7  1 


Since  the  443  years  of  the  cycle  transferred  to  kings 
answer  in  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes  to  the  whole  1674 
unchronological  years  of  Manetho,  and  besides  them  there 
are  no  other  years  by  origin  unchronological,  but  only  a 
series  of  1881  years  of  kings  all  historical,  though  the  kings 
occupying  them  may  be  sometimes  placed  unchronologically, 
— and  since,  by  marking  the  sum  of  190  years  belonging  to 
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Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle  not  only  as  if  at  n.c.  2667  before 
but  also  at  B.C.  2224  after  an  exhibition  of  the  443  added 
years,  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes  hints  that  this  latter  is  the 
true  chronological  epoch  of  Menes,  we  may  accept  this  hint, 
and  act  upon  it.  Then  Menes  and  his  Tanite  successors  being 
moved  down  will  of  themselves  tend  to  depress  the  whole 
series  of  the  143  added  years  as  reckoned  after  them,  so  as 
to  make  it  become  concurrent  and  parallel  with  443  of  the 
chronological  series,  answering  to  the  103  and  184  years  of 
Dyn.  XVII,  and  to  156  years  more  of  Dyn.  XVIII  of  the 
Chronicle.  But  as  no  concurrent  dynasties  can  be  continued 
below  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  (b.c.  1748),  which  united 
all  Egypt  under  one  sceptre,  it  follows,  that  as  soon  as  287 
of  the  143  unchronological  years  have  been  depressed  so  as 
to  occupy  concurrently  the  interval  between  Dyn.  XVI  and 
Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle,  the  remaining  156,  at  top, 
will  simply  stand  aside  when  displaced  by  the  bringing  down 
of  Menes  and  his  Tanites,  and  will  become  parallel  and  con- 
current with  the  last  156  years  of  their  dynasty. 

Thus  we  obtain,  for  a first  step,  those  relative  positions 
within  the  spaces  of  the  Chronicle  which  are  exhibited  in  the 
scheme  F,  and  which  in  figures  stand  as  subjoined : — 

J 156  + 287  (=  103  + 184) 

190  ( = 34+  | 156) + 287  (=  103  + 184)  + 156. 

If  the  two  spaces  of  287  years  were  each  filled  in  the 
scheme  of  Eratosthenes  by  generations  dividing  naturally 
into  two  pairs  of  dynasties  commensurate,  or  nearly  so,  with 
the  two  Dynasties  XVII  and  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  and 
with  one  another,  while  the  names  given  for  the  last  156 
years  (those  of  the  first  156  years  could  cause  no  difficulty) 
were  identifiable  with  names  of  Dyn.  XVIII  of  Manetho, 
nothing  would  remain  for  us  to  do.  But  this  is  by  no  means 
the  case ; and  though  the  scheme,  as  stated  generally,  is  now 
intelligible,  the  particular  generations  and  dynasties  entering 
into  its  spaces  do  not  at  once  resolve  themselves  into  two 
parallel  successions,  but  need  to  be  examined  in  detail  before 
we  can  tell  either  which  years  and  names  will  give  way 
when  the  extremities  inclosing  them  are  compressed,  or  what 
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relative  places,  under  the  influence  of  such  compression,  they 
will  assume,  or  lastly,  which  years  and  generations  will  re- 
main to  constitute  the  true  and  principal  dynastic  succession 
of  the  Chronicle. 

If  we  look  first  to  that  one  of  the  two  series  which 
comes  first  in  the  lists  both  of  Manetho  and  of  Eratosthenes, 
we  recognise  at  once  in  it  a representation  of  Dyn.  XI  of 
Manetho  (IV  of  Africanus),  lying  in  scheme  F between  the 
points  e,f,  b.c.  1990  and  b.c.  1812,  i.  e.  between  the  45th 
year  of  Dyn.  XVII  and  the  1 20th  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the 
Chronicle.  But  we  know  from  the  lists  of  Manetho  that 
no  one  native  dynasty  ruled  Memphis  both  before  and  under 
the  Shepherds.  It  is  expressly  said  of  the  Shepherds,  that 
they  took  Memphis  by  force,  and  that  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XI 
(IV  of  Africanus)  who  were  their  contemporaries  and  tri- 
butaries were  not  of  the  same  lineage  with  the  kings  of 
Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus)  preceding.  And  in  the  scheme 
of  Eratosthenes  we  have  vn  earlier  Memphites  immediately 
preceding  the  names  taken  from  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus). 

So  then  we  may  confidently  identify  these  two  lines  in  the 
lists  of  Eratosthenes  with  Manetho’s  first  two  dynasties  of 
Memphites,  and  may  with  no  less  certainty  assert  that  they 
only  partially  cover  their  true  chronological  places,  the 
point  at  which  the  one  line  ended  and  the  other  began  being 
not  really  at  B.c.  1990,  but  at  B.c.  1932,  58  years  lower  down. 
The  same  is  plain  even  from  the  sight  of  the  lines  themselves 
in  the  scheme  E,  where  the  1 7*  years  lying  between  e,f,  are 
all  of  one  dynasty,  and  equal  within  6 to  the  184  of  the 
Shepherds  of  the  Chronicle,  and  there  is  nothing  else  with 
which  to  parallel  those  184  years  but  portions  of  Dyn.  X ’ 
and  XIII  (III  and  VI  of  Africanus),  amounting  in  all  to 
only  109  years,  that  is,  to  the  103  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  with  the  addition  of  those  6 years  by  which  178 
fall  short  of  the  184  of  the  Shepherds.  So  then  these  178 
years  must  be  moved  down  so  as  to  lie  between  B.c.  1932 
and  b.c.  1754,  displacing  all  but  6 of  the  (!  1 years  of  Dyn. 

VI  that  follow.  And  since  the  58  years  so  displaced  cannot 
be  thrust  down  below  B.C.  1748,  into  the  space  of  Dyn. 
XVIII,  nor  can  6 of  the  ill  be  really  separated  from  the 
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58,  it  follows  that  the  whole  64  must  be  anterior  to  the 
whole  1 78  of  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus,)  and  they  will  rise 
up  over  their  heads  when  they  are  thrust  down,  leaving  the 
last  6 years  of  the  184  of  the  Chronicle  vacant.  And  either 
they  will  thrust  up  the  whole  of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus) 
so  as  to  make  it  begin  inB.C.  2206  instead  of  B.c.  2200,  only 
28  instead  of  34  years  after  Menes,  while  the  last  39  years 
of  Dyn.  X,  together  with  the  64  of  Phiops,  make  up  the 
103  years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle ; or  else,  since 
the  end  of  Dyn.  X ought  not  to  be  parted  from  the  com- 
mencement of  XI,  one  must  suppose  the  201,  (or  with  an 
addition  of  13,  indicated  below  by  Eratosthenes,  the  214) 
years  of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Afr.)  to  have  begun  historically  in 
b c.  1932  + 201  or  214  = 2132  or  2145,  and  the  last  64  of 
their  years  to  have  been  parallel  with  the  64  of  Dyn.  XIII 
forced  up  by  putting  down  Dyn.  XI  (VI  and  IV  of  Afr ). 

In  either  case,  the  103  years  of  the  Chronicle  would  be  paral- 
leled by  39  years  of  Dyn.  X,  with  the  first  64  of  Phiops  of 
Dyn.  XIII  (III  and  VI  of  Afr.);  on  which  composition  of 
it  two  remarks  are  obvious,  first,  that  it  exhibits  less  than 
three  generations  instead  of  the  four  of  the  Chronicle;  and 
secondly,  that  though  a very  long-lived  king  may  have  been 
sovereign  of  all  Egypt  only  for  part  of  his  whole  reign, 
that  part  should  not  be  the  first,  nor  the  middle,  but  rather 
the  last. 

Passing  now  to  the  second  series  of  (287  + 156  = ) 443 
years,  which  are  all  upon  the  whole  chronological,  we  find 
the  space  of  103  years,  answering  to  Dyn.  XVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  marked  at  its  outset  clearly  enough,  and  dove- 
tailed into  the  second  exhibition  of  the  190  of  its  Dy- 
nasty XVI  preceding.  For  while  the  last  five  generations  . 

of  the  unchronological  443  years  admit  also  of  being  reckoned 
as  if  following  the  same  443  years,  and  representing  Dyn. 
XVI  of  the  Chronicle,  (27  4 31  4 33  4 35  of  Dyn.  XI  of 
Manetho  with  the  first  64  of  Phiops  of  Dyn.  XIII  making 
1 90  years),  the  remaining  36  of  Phiops  with  1 4-  6 of  his  two 
successors  of  the  same  dynasty,  and  22  4- 1 2 4-  8 4- 18  = 60  of 
the  first  four  Diospolites  of  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus)  of 
Upper  Egypt,  make  the  sum  103,  which  in  the  Chronicle 
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follows  upon  the  190  years,  ending  in  B.c.  1932;  and  thence 
again  to  the  true  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  in  B.c.  1748, 
are  184  years.  And  it  is  remarkable  how  here  a compensation 
is  inserted  or  hinted  for  the  three  generations  suppressed  in 
both  the  first  and  the  last  of  the  two  exhibitions  of  the  1 90 
years  of  the  Tanites.  For  Phiops,  both  by  the  number  of 
his  years,  and  by  the  relation  in  which  he  stands  to  both  the 
series,  contributing  to  both  the  sums  190  and  103,  may 
well  be  regarded  as  a double  generation ; and  if  he  be  viewed 
in  that  light,  we  have  instead  of  Dynasties  XVI  and  XVII 
of  the  Chronicle  with  190  and  103  years  in  vm  + iv=xii 
generations,  two  spaces  of  1 90  and  103  years  in  v + in  + iv= 
xii  generations,  the  designation  of  the  Chronicle  “ Mem- 
phite ” entering  into  the  composition  of  the  whole  sum  of 
103,  while  the  iv  Diospolites  grouped  by  themselves  after 
three  compensatory  generations  correspond  to  the  iv  genera- 
tions connected  with  the  same  103  years  by  the  Chronicle. 
So  from  this  point,  however  he  may  vary  in  detail,  Erato- 
sthenes has  on  the  whole  no  element  of  disturbance  remaining, 
either  as  to  the  number  of  generations,  or  as  to  their  average 
duration.  He  has  already  prefixed  and  inserted  the  xv  new 
generations  “ of  the  Cycle,”  with  their  peculiar  average  of 
29A  years,  and  he  has  paralleled  v + hi  + iv  = xii  of  the  lxxvi 
generations  of  kings  (all  at  least  but  one  name ; for  Phiops 
is  a double  generation  only  in  effect,  but  a singly  one  in 
name,  and  this  name  he  will  insert  later).  And  from  this 
point  he  has  still  remaining  lxxvi  — xii  = lxiv  of  the  gene- 
rations of  the  Chronicle  to  be  paralleled  or  made  out 
according  to  its  general  average  of  24£,  in  1588  years. 

But  though  the  years  of  the  second  series  of  443  years  in 
the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes  are  in  themselves  chronological, 
and  identical  with  as  many  of  the  Chronicle,  the  names  and 
generations  filling  them  are  by  no  means  in  their  true  chro- 
nological places,  any  more  than  those  of  the  former  series 
were  found  to  be,  when  it  was  brought  within  the  historical 
spaces  of  the  Chronicle.  It  was  hinted  however  already,  in 
the  older  scheme  of  Manetho,  as  we  have  seen,  that  his  Mem- 
phite Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus),  which  contains  Phiops, 
was  really  connected  with  the  103  years  of  the  Chronicle, 
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since  the  remainder  of  G< » at  its  end  (and  at  the  end  of  all  the 
six  dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt)  coalesces  with  the  43  attached 
to  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus)  into  103.  It  was  also 
hinted  that  the  first  part  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  is 
connected  with  the  same  period,  since  the  43  years  nominally 
attached  to  Dyn.  XIV  really  belong  to  Dyn.  XV.  Again,  it 
was  hinted  that  the  next  following  space  of  the  Chronicle, 
that  of  its  184  years,  is  connected  with  the  remaining  years 
of  Dyn.  XV,  (XII  of  Africanus,)  since  the  sum  of  the  un- 
chronological  years  given  to  it,  viz.  124,  coalesces  with  the 
remainder  of  GO  years  of  the  Memphites  of  Lower  Egypt 
into  184.  These  hints  in  the  scheme  of  Manetho  would  pre- 
pare us  to  anticipate  that  connection  of  his  Dyn.  XIII  (VI, 
of  Africanus),  with  the  103  years  which  we  find  in  fact  to  be 
distinctly  exhibited  by  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes,  in  which 
Phiops  twice  over,  once  alone  and  once  with  his  two  suc- 
cessors, contributes  towards  the  exhibition  of  that  sum.  It  is 
true  that  these  two  presentations  of  him  are  plainly  inconsis 
tent  with  one  another.  His  64th  year  cannot  be  at  once  the 
last  of  the  103,  as  it  appears  to  be  in  the  first  series  of  443 
years  when  the  names  of  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus)  are 
transposed  to  their  true  places,  and  his  65th  at  the  same  time 
be  the  Jirst  of  the  same  103,  (the  64th  having  been  concurrent 
with  the  last  year  of  the  190  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle,) 
as  appears  to  be  the  case  by  the  second  scries  of  443  years  in 
the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes.  But  whatever  may  be  the  solu- 
tion, it  seems  pretty  clear  that  in  some  way  or  other  he  must 
be  connected  with  the  103  years.  And  if  so,  and  if  he  enters 
into  these  not  only  as  contemporary,  but  as  being  himself  one 
of  the  iv  generations  covering  them  in  the  Chronicle,  and 
his  reign  in  this  relation  must  be  looked  for  at  the  end,  not 
at  the  beginning  or  the  middle,  of  his  100  years  ; — and  if 
further  it  is  really  hinted  by  Manetho  that  the  43  years 
detached  from  his  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  belong  to 
the  same  103  years,  then  we  must  look  in  the  generations 
of  Eratosthenes  for  names  answering  to  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of 
Africanus),  and  see  if  they  afford  us  at  their  head  anything 
like  the  43  years  we  want. 

In  point  of  fact,  on  looking  downwards,  we  do  find  a 
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group  of  four,  or  nominally  five  generations  (xxxi  and  xxxn, 
xxxiii,  xxxiv,  xxxv),  plainly  identical  with  Dyn.  XV  of 
Manetho  (XII  of  Africanus),  though  they  commence  seem- 
ingly no  less  than  157  years  after  the  100th  and  last  of 
Phiops,  and  no  less  than  90  after  the  distinct  exhibition  of 
the  103  years  in  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes  has  been  com- 
pleted. At  the  same  time  they  also  overrun  the  head  of 
Dyn.  XVIII  by  69  years ; so  that  their  position,  no  less  than 
that  of  the  names  from  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus)  in  the 
former  series  of  443  years,  is  plainly  unliistorical ; and  we 
may  confidently  thrust  them  up  not  only  so  as  to  stand  clear 
of  Dyn.  XVIII,  but  so  as  to  come  into  contact  with  the  last 
year  of  Phiops,  or  rather  with  the  single  year  of  his  succes- 
sor, since  the  first  generation  from  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Afri- 
canus) in  Eratosthenes  has  not  43,  but  only  42  years.  So, 
by  the  help  of  Manetho’s  hints,  we  may  obtain  from  below 
(42  + 1 = ) 43  years  for  the  last  chronological  part  of  Dyn. 
XVII  of  the  Chronicle;  and  then  we  have  only  to  inquire  how 
many  years  of  the  latter  part  of  the  life  of  Phiops  are  to  be 
added  to  them  to  make  the  third  of  its  four  generations : and 
this  inquiry  is  readily  answered,  on  considering  that  in  the 
former  series  of  443  years  we  found  the  Memphite  Dyn.  X of 
Manetho  (III  of  Africanus)  beginning  apparently  156  or  162 
years  before  the  end  of  the  Tanites,  and  projecting  39  into 
the  103  years  of  the  Memphite  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle. 
We  may  fairly  infer,  then,  that  these  39  years  really  con- 
stitute the  first  two  generations  of  the  103,  though  64,  or  51 
at  least,  of  those  162  which  have  been  thrust  up,  as  if  concur- 
rent with  the  Tanites,  may  belong  historically  to  the  interval 
between  the  39th  year  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  and 
the  1st  of  its  Dyn.  XXVII.  There  will  be  room,  therefore, 
in  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  for  21  of  the  last  years  of 
Phiops;  and  the  whole  series  of  its  iv  generations  (five  ac- 
tual reigns  being  reckoned  as  four)  will  consist  of  17  + 22  + 
21  + 1 +42  = 103  years,  belonging  to  Dynasties  XI,  XIII, 
and  XV  of  Manetho  (III,  VI,  and  XII  of  Africanus). 

Independently  of  any  hints  given  by  Manetho’s  scheme,  if 
we  look  only  to  the  names  with  which  the  (287  + 156  = ) 443 
chronological  years  of  Eratosthenes  from  B.C.  2034,  to  b.  c. 
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1 992,  are  covered,  we  Bee  first  a remainder  of  (36  + 1 + 6 = ) 
43  years  of  Dyn.  XIII  of  Manetho  (VI  of  Africanus);  then 
iv  generations  in  60  years  seemingly  representing  the  first 
four  kings  of  Dyn.  XIV  of  Manetho  (XI  of  Africanus),  and 
completing  the  exhibition  of  the  103  years  of  the  Chronicle 
(when  yet  the  historical  commencement  of  the  first  Diospo- 
lites  should  be  a good  deal  earlier  than  even  the  commence- 
ment of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle);  then  again  iv  more 
generations,  or  five  reigns  compressed  into  four,  seemingly 
of  the  same  dynasty  as  the  preceding,  but  taken  from  its 
end  instead  of  its  beginning,  for  the  last  name  is  that  of  the 
king  Rn-sekenn  (Xoikwios)  who  immediately  preceded  Dyn. 
XVIII.  And  these  four  or  five  kings  are  put  up  over  the 
names  taken  from  Dynasty  XV  of  Manetho  (Dynasty  XII 
of  Africanus)  which  next  follow,  just  as  in  the  former  series 
of  443  years  the  Memphite  contemporaries  of  the  Shep- 
herds were  put  up  unchronologically  (yet  in  agreement  with 
Manetho’s  order),  and  after  the  completion  of  their  178 
years  Phiops  of  Dyn.  XIII  of  Manetho  (VI  of  Africanus) 
was  made  to  end  the  103,  and  even  the  190,  years  of  the  Chro- 
nicle. So  now  also  the  enumeration  of  Eratosthenes  keeps 
to  the  order  of  Manetho.  He  completes  his  selection  of  vm 
names  from  the  xvi  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Afri- 
canus) before  he  approaches  those  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Afri- 
canus) ; and  by  taking  4 kings  from  the  top,  and  4 (or  by 
implication  5)  from  the  bottom  of  Dyn.  XV,  and  putting  up 
the  latter  so  as  to  seem  to  be  consecutive  with  the  former, 
while  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  is  put  down  below 
them,  he  hints  both  at  the  existence  of  those  intermediate 
6 kings  whom  he  omits  for  want  of  room,  and  also  at  the 
true  points  to  which  the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of 
Afric.)  is  to  be  put  up,  and  its  termination  is  to  be  put  down. 

For  since  those  five  generations  (xxxiv  to  xxxvm)  con- 
cluding the  second  series  of 443  years,  which  Eratosthenes  has 
placed  in  156  chronological  years  belonging  to  Dyn.  XVIII 
of  the  Chronicle  and  of  Manetho,  cannot  possibly  stand 
where  they  are,  but  must  be  put  up  above  the  head  of  Dyn. 
XVIII  in  B.c.  1748, — if,  on  their  moving  up,  we  were  to 
suppose  all  the  generations  preceding,  of  both  scries,  as  lying 
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previously  within  the  first  477  years  of  the  monarchy,  to 
give  way  and  rise  up  equably,  the  consequence  would  be  that 
the  head  of  the  earlier  concurrent  or  unchronologieal  series 
of  443  years  would  be  thrust  up  from  B.c.  2190  to  B.c. 
(2190  + 156  = )2346,  122  years  above  Menes.  Or,  if  we 
were  only  to  suppose  the  preceding  generations  of  the  second 
or  chronological  series  of  443  years  all  to  give  way  equably, 
when  pressed  upwards  from  below,  still,  even  so,  the  65th 
year  of  Phiops  would  be  thrust  up  from  the  head  of  the  103 
years  of  the  Chronicle  where  it  seems  to  stand  in  b.c.  2034 
to  b.c.  (2034+  156  = ) 2190,  that  is,  it  would  become  con- 
current with  the  35th  year  of  Menes.  But  both  these  results 
being  inadmissible,  and  Phiops  being  doubly  connected, 
once  on  either  side,  in  both  the  two  series,  with  some  part 
or  other  of  the  103  years,  and  so  less  capable  of  giving  way 
than  any  name  or  group  of  names  below  him,  we  must 
suppose  that  when  the  later  generations  of  the  second  or 
chronological  series  of  443  years  are  thrust  up  from  below, 
while  Phiops  its  highest  generation  remains  fixed  above,  the 
series  will  part  asunder  at  one  or  other  of  the  points  of  junc- 
tion of  the  dynasties  or  parts  of  dynasties  composing  it,  so  that 
156  of  its  years  may  be  free  to  move  up  and  to  stand  as 
merely  concurrent  and  parallel  to  as  many  chronological  years 
which  refuse  to  be  displaced.  But  the  whole  series  consist- 
ing of  43  years  of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus),  60  + 90  of 
Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus),  163  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of 
Africanus),  and  87  of  Dyn.  XVI  (XIV  of  Africanus),  the 
points  of  junction  between  distinct  dynasties  are  only  three  ; 
and  of  the  three,  that  between  Dynasties  XV  and  XVI 
(XII  and  XIV  of  Afric.)  is  out  of  the  question,  as  the  last 
two  generations  of  Dyn  XV  have  themselves  to  move  up  out 
of  the  chronological  years  of  Dyn.  XVIII.  Nor  is  it  suitable 
to  select  the  juncture  between  Dynasties  XIV  and  XV 
(XI  and  XII  of  Afric.),  since  Dyn.  XIV,  the  first  of  Upper 
Egypt,  is  known  to  have  both  preceded  and  accompanied  and 
outlasted  the  second  dynasty  of  Upper  Egypt,  viz.  Dyn.  XV 
(XII  of  Afric.),  which  follows  it  in  the  lists,  and  has  only 
half  its  number  of  kings.  There  remains  then  only  the  junc- 
ture between  the  Memphite  Dyn.  XIII  and  Dyn.  XIV  of 
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the  earliest  Diospolites  (VI  and  XI  of  Africanus);  and 
against  supposing  the  series  to  part  asunder  at  this  point 
there  is  no  shadow  of  an  objection. 

Let  this  latter  supposition  then  be  admitted ; and  the  head 
of  the  earliest  Diospolite  dynasty,  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Afri- 
canus) thereupon  rises  156  years  above  the  apparent  end 
of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus)  of  the  Memphites  of  Central 
Egypt;  that  is,  it  rises  156  years  above  B.C.  (2034  — 43  = ) 
1991  to  b.c.  (1991  + 156  = ) 2147,  the  78th  year  after  Menes, 
a date  which  is  not  inadmissible  for  the  commencement 
of  a line  of  xvi  kings  known  to  have  ended  at  or  a little  be- 
fore b.c.  1748 ; for  so  they  would  have  in  all  a continuance 
of  about  400  civil  years.  Further,  since  the  eight  names 
inserted  from  this  dynasty  in  the  series  of  Eratosthenes  have 
only  150  years,  their  last  year  named  will  stand  as  seemingly 
parallel  and  concurrent  with  the  single  year  of  the  successor 
of  Phiops,  the  last  king  of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus) ; and 
the  years  which  will  stand  as  parallel  and  concurrent  with 
the  six  of  the  queen  Nitocris,  the  last  six,  that  is,  of  the  same 
Dyn.  XIII,  will  be  the  first  six  of  the  Diospolite  Dyn.  XV 
(XII  of  Africanus).  So  by  this  method  also,  without  having 
recourse  to  any  covert  hints  given  by  Manetho,  the  first 
generation,  or  the  first  two  generations  (for  there  are  two 
names,  and  nominally  two  generations,  xxxi  and  xxxil, 
with  only  a single  sum  of  42  years)  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of 
Africanus),  are  brought  into  contact  with  the  end  of  the  reign 
of  Phiops.  For  the  single  year  of  his  successor  would  not 
count  as  one  of  the  IV  generations  of  the  Chronicle,  but 
would  be  consolidated  with  one  or  other  of  the  adjacent 
reigns,  probably  with  the  reign  following,  so  as  to  make  for 
that  reign  not  the  sum  of  42  given  it  by  Eratosthenes,  but  43 
years,  which  it  seems  to  have  in  the  reckoning  of  Manetho  as 
attached  to  his  Dynasty  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus).  It  will  be 
remembered  that  after  the  second  exhibition  of  the  1 90  years 
of  the  Chronicle,  when  certain  generations  were  inserted 
from  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus)  into  the  following  space 
of  the  103  years  of  the  Chronicle  as  compensation  for 
the  three  suppressed  in  the  exhibition  of  the  190  years,  it 
was  noticed  that  the  compensation  was  imperfect,  the  century 
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of  Phiops,  which  in  point  of  length  is  fully  adequate  to  re- 
presenting two  or  even  three  generations,  had  three  been 
needed,  being  yet  but  a single  generation  the  name  of  which 
belongs  strictly  to  the  second  exhibition  of  the  190  years, 
though  36  years  of  his  life  without  any  name  make  the  first 
part  of  the  103  following.  So  one  name,  a name  only  without 
years,  was  still  wanted  to  complete  the  compensation,  in  order 
that  v+  in  + rv  = xii  generations  of  Eratosthenes  might  an- 
swer to  the  viii  + iv  = xii  of  the  Chronicle.  This  deficiency 
then  is  now  supplied  by  that  double  generation  (xxxi, 
xxxii),  with  two  names  of  two  kings  who  were  coregnant 
but  a single  sum  of  42  years,  which  stands  at  the  head  of 
Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes, 
and  which,  when  moved  up  into  its  true  place,  so  as  to  stand 
in  contact  with  Phiops  and  his  successor,  is  found  to  com- 
plete the  exhibition  of  the  three  compensatory  names  in  such 
a way  that,  while  all  standing  together,  they  have  little  or  no 
bulk  of  years  between  them.  For  the  successor  of  Phiops  has 
but  one  year;  and  Nitocris,  6 of  whose  12  years  have  been 
transferred  to  Phiops  and  so  cut  off  from  the  end  of  the 
dynasty,  being  only  a queen,  might  be  understood  to  be  con- 
current with  the  main  line  of  the  Chronicle,  even  if  we  had 
not  the  first  6 years  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  stand- 
ing parallel  to  her  reign  and  in  contact  with  Phiops  or  his 
successor.  And,  lastly,  the  mere  name  of  Amcnemhe  I.  (how- 
ever it  was  written  for  Eratosthenes),  though  conjoined  with 
that  of  Sesortasen  I.  at  the  head  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Afri- 
canus), leaves  the  chronological  sum  of  42  years  single  and 
entire  to  the  reign  of  the  latter  king. 

But  the  collocation  of  the  eight  names  taken  from  Dyn. 
XIV  (XI  of  Africanus)  is  not  yet  final  or  exact.  Though 
all  from  one  and  the  same  dynasty,  and  intended  no  doubt  to 
be  regarded  in  the  first  instance  as  either  all  actually  them- 
selves consecutive,  or  as  representing  as  many  years  of  the 
same  line  which  were  so,  they  are  nevertheless  divided  into 
two  distinct  groups  of  four  names  each;  and  of  these  the  first 
group,  as  it  stands  originally,  is  made  to  cover  part,  viz.  the 
last  60  years,  of  the  103  years  of  the  Chronicle:  but  the  later 
group  is  made  to  cover  part,  viz.  the  first  90  years,  of  the 
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184  years  of  the  Chronicle.  Hence,  when  tire  names  and 
years  belonging  to  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus),  are  moved 
up,  so  as  to  seem  to  take  possession  of  the  last  66  years  of 
the  103,  and  the  first  97  of  the  184  of  the  Chronicle,  between 
B.  c.  1997  and  B.  c.  1842,  the  eight  names  taken  from  Dyn. 

XIV  (XI  of  Africanus)  with  their  (60  + 90  = ) 150  years 
seem  at  first  to  be  thrust  up,  as  if  all  consecutive,  so  as  to 
begin  in  b.  c.  (1997  + 150  = ) 2147.  But  so  60on  as  we 
notice  that  the  last  name  of  the  later  one  of  their  two 
groups  of  four  names  each  is  that  of  Ra-Sehenn,  the  last 
king  of  the  dynasty,  known  as  such  from  the  Thothmes 
Chamber  and  from  other  monuments,  we  perceive  that  the 
two  groups  are  really  taken  the  one  with  60  years  from  the 
top  and  the  other  with  90  from  the  bottom  of  the  whole  series 
of  the  xvi  kings,  and  that  the  seven  or  eight  names  omitted 
are  those  of  the  intermediate  space.  So  when  at  length  the 
earlier  four  have  been  put  up  so  as  to  begin  from  B.c.  2147, 
and  the  later  four  have  been  put  down  again  so  as  to  end  at 
or  before  B.c.  1748,  the  two  groups  between  them,  though 
in  themselves  making  out  only  half  the  number  of  kings  be- 
longing to  their  dynasty,  and  less  than  half  its  years,  either 
actually  cover,  or  at  least  have  covered  by  passing  over  it, 
the  whole  historical  space  of  the  dynasty.  The  idea  of  so 
representing  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus),  by  taking  its 
first  kings  who  preceded,  and  its  last  who  outlasted  Dyn. 

XV  (XII  of  Africanus),  might  naturally  enough  be  sug- 
gested by  the  order  of  their  cartouches  in  the  Thothmes 
Chamber  of  Karnak,  where  the  shorter  though  more  im- 
portant line  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus),  is  interposed, 
and  as  it  were  imbedded  in  the  midst  of  them. 

As  regards  the  three  generations  (the  last  with  63  years  re- 
presenting seemingly  two  reigns)  which  both  originally  and 
after  having  been  moved  up  seem  to  follow  after  the  names 
of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus),  and  which  as  finally  placed 
fill  the  space  of  the  last  87  of  the  184  years  of  the  Chronicle, 
and  so  perhaps  hint  the  existence  of  97  more  years  preceding, 
it  appears  both  from  Manetho’s  lists  and  from  the  Thothmes 
Chamber  that  if  they  belong,  as  they  must  be  presumed  to 
belong,  to  Dyn.  XVI  (XIV  of  Africanus),  they  are  only  a 
representation  of  it,  having  less  than  half  that  number  of 
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generations  which  by  the  ordinary  average  should  go  to  a 
sum  of  184  years,  and  less  than  half  that  sum  itself  of  184 
years  which  is  given  by  Manetho  to  their  dynasty.  Still, 
since,  as  finally  placed,  after  having  been  moved  up  out  of 
the  space  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  the  three  generations  of  this 
Dynasty  XVI  (XIV  of  Africanus)  are  exhibited  as  both 
connected  with  and  completing  the  184  years  of  the  Chroni- 
cle, while  the  same  sum  of  184  is  also  their  own  in  Manetho’s 
lists,  we  may  perhaps  see  in  this  their  position  a hint  that, 
though  unnamed  for  want  of  room,  four  or  five  more  genera- 
tions, with  97  years  at  least,  of  kings  of  the  same  lineage 
were  understood  by  Eratosthenes  also,  or  his  assistants,  to 
have  preceded  the  three  or  four  generations  named.  And 
though  the  last  87  years  of  this  Dynasty  XVI  (XIV  of 
Africanus)  seem  to  follow  the  names  taken  from  Dyn.  XV 
(XII  of  Africanus),  still,  as  they  have  no  real  continuity 
with  them,  but  are  the  continuation  of  a distinct  line  which 
had  begun  long  before,  the  place  of  these  87  years  is  no 
hindrance  to  the  admission  that  Dyn.  XV  (XIV  of  Afri- 
canus) may  have  had  a continuance  of  12  years  or  more,  as  it 
appears  from  the  lists  of  Manetho  and  from  the  Turin  papy- 
rus to  have  had,  after  those  163  years  which  alone  are  noticed 
by  Eratosthenes.  In  like  manner  it  may  have  had  some  16 
years  of  Amenemhe  I.  and  Sesortasen  I.,  unnoticed  by  Era- 
tosthenes, previously  to  the  commencement  of  the  same 
163  years. 

Lastly,  to  come  to  the  main  point  of  the  whole : When 
we  considered  first  and  separately  the  first  series  of  443 
years,  the  result  obtained,  as  regards  Dyn.  XVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  was  this,  — that  it  seemed  to  be  composed  of  two 
reigns  or  generations  of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus)  with  39, 
and  a third,  or  part  of  a third,  of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Afri- 
canus) with  64  years ; and  we  remarked  that  there  ought  to 
be  in  it  not  three  generations  only,  but  four,  including 
the  last  part  perhaps,  but  not  the  beginning  nor  the  middle, 
of  the  century  of  Phiops.  Now,  from  the  examination  of 
the  second  series  of  443,  we  have  obtained  this  fresh  result, 
that  the  head  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  is  placed  in 
contact  with  the  end  of  the  reign  of  Phiops  or  the  single 
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year  of  his  successor,  which  is  the  same  thing,  as  a reign  of 
one  year  would  certainly  be  consolidated,  and  unnoticed  in 
the  generations  of  the  Chronicle.  So  the  first  double  gene- 
ration of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  in  the  list  of  Erato- 
sthenes, which  is  no  doubt  the  conjoint  reign  of  Amenemhe 
I.  and  Sesortasen  I.,  being  fixed  to  42  years,  we  may  place 
these  42  at  the  end  of  the  103  years  of  the  Chronicle  be- 
tween b.c.  1932  and  B.c.  1974.  The  single  year  of  the 
suocessor  of  Phiops  takes  us  back  to  b.c.  1975.  And  as  we 
had  a beginning  made  above  for  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle in  two  reigns  or  generations  and  39  years  of  Dyn.  X 
(III  of  Africanus),  reaching  from  b.c.  2034  to  b.c.  1995,  it 
is  easy  to  see  how  many  years,  viz.  21,  of  the  latter  part  of 
the  long  reign  of  Phiops  intervene  for  the  time  of  his 
I'f’thA'hro-  sovereignty.  So  we  have  for  the  four  generations  of  Dyn. 
jjn.'is  ».c.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  the 

2034,  to  Dec. 

2°,  a c.  1932.  following  generations  and  names : — 

Gen.  XI.  Sirius,  or  Gneurus  ( Tseserirenra , or 
Sahoura ) reigned  18  years,  but  as 


suzerain 17 

Gen.  XII.  Chnoubus  Gneurus  (Snefrou)  ....  22 

Gen.  xx.  Apappous  {Papa  Maire ) 21 

Gen.  XXI.  Echescosokaras  ( Meranre ) 1 

Gen.  xxxi.  Peteathyres  (Amenemlic  I.)  1 

Gen.  xxxii.  [ Sesortasen  /.]..../ 


Sum  of  the  years  of  Dynasty  XVII  . . 103 

This  will  be  -the  series,  if  we  suppose  the  two  names 
belonging  to  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus),  viz.  Sirius  and 
Chnoubus  Gneurus,  who  cannot  be  at  once  the  occupants  of 
the  first  39  years  of  the  103  of  the  Chronicle  and  the  last 
kings  of  their  own  dynasty,  to  belong  really  to  the  39  years, 
and  that  the  remaining  64  years  of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africa- 
nus) with  the  kings  belonging  to  them  and  unnamed  are,  51 
of  them,  thrown  back  and  covered  by  the  79  years  of  the  first 
reign,  while  the  rest  are  indicated  by  the  13  years  of  the 
first  name  taken  from  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus).  Else, 
if  the  two  kings  named  last  by  Eratosthenes  in  his  represen- 
tation of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus)  were  supposed  to  occupy 
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Only  unchronologically  the  first  39  years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of 
the  Chronicle,  but  to  have  reached  chronologically  to  the 
end,  or  to  within  13  years  of  the  end,  of  their  own  dynasty, 
and  so  also  of  the  end  of  the  103  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, one  would  have  to  seek  the  names  belonging  to  the  first 
39  years  of  the  103  higher  up  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes. 

But  the  last  21  years  only  of  Papa  Maire  (who  is  the 
Apappous  of  Eratosthenes  and  the  Phiops  of  Manetho) 
having  been  included  in  the  series  between  B.c.  1995  and 
B.C.  1975,  his  first  accession  or  birth  will  rise  to  B.c.  2074; 
so  that  he  will  be  really  contemporary  with  the  latter  part 
of  the  first  Tanite  dynasty ; and  his  three  predecessors  of 
Manetho’s  lists,  though  unnamed  by  Eratosthenes,  may  be 
understood  to  take  us  up  some  70  years  higher  to  about  B.c. 
2144,  viz.  to  the  81st  year  after  Menes.  Nor  are  these 
years  perhaps  left  entirely  without  indication  in  the  scheme 
of  Eratosthenes ; seeing  that,  if  we  had  allowed  it,  the  five 
generations  unchronologically  placed  in  156  years  of  Dyn. 
XVIII,  when  thrust  up,  would  have  raised  the  accession  of 
Pape  Maire  156  years  above  the  point  at  which  it  seemed  to 
stand,  i.  e.  (156 + 64  = ) 220  above  B.  c.  2034  or  30  above 
Menes.  And  though  this  was  inadmissible,  yet  if  the  ope- 
ration had  been  deferred  till  we  had  first  found  the  true  ac- 
cession of  Phiops  as  suzerain  to  be  as  low  as  B.c.  1 995,  and 
we  had  then  raised  up  the  156  years  and  names  unduly 
depressing  Dyn.  XVIII,  the  effect  upon  the  same  accession 
of  Phiops  (if  it  could  have  given  way)  would  be  to  carry  it 
back  156  years  from  B.c.  1995,  to  B.c.  2151,  a date  which, 
if  taken  to  indicate  the  commencement  of  his  dynasty,  differs 
by  only  7 years  from  that  commencement  which  we  have 
calculated  for  it  on  other  grounds. 

The  result  arrived  at  in  respect  of  the  composition  of 
Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  is  strongly  confirmed  by  the 
monuments ; nay  it  is  even  required  by  them : for  they 
prove  beyond  a doubt  that  Papa  Maire  and  Sesortasen  I. 
were  sovereigns  of  all  Egypt;  and  they  connect  Sesortasen 
I.  with  some  earlier  Memphite  kings,  especially  Aan  and 
Tseserirenra,  of  Dyn.  X of  Manetho  (III  of  Africanus). 
Herodotus  too,  though  without  himself  understanding  what 


Digitized  by  Google 


314 


EGYPTIAN  CHBONICLE8. 


he  was  told,  has  transmitted  to  us  native  Egyptian  testimony 
to  the  same  effect.  For  he  was  informed  that  Mceris  and  his 
successor  Sesostris  (the  king  who  first  conquered  Nubia),  in 
comparison  of  whom  none  of  their  predecessors  had  done 
anything  remarkable,  reigned  shortly  before  the  pyramid- 
builders  of  Memphis,  and  their  contemporary  the  Shepherd. 

In  the  Chronicle  the  Shepherd  kings,  though  unnamed,  mis- 
placed, and  put  out  of  sight  for  the  Greeks,  were  still  placed 
as  one  of  the  sovereign  dynasties,  with  the  number  of  their 
generations,  probably  iv,  and  the  sum  of  the  years  of  their 
supremacy,  viz.  184,  indicated  for  Egyptian  readers.  And 
Manetho  gave  them  their  whole  duration,  with  vi  names,  and 
in  their  true  chronological  place,  as  if  he  had  no  thought  of 
keeping  up  the  former  sensitiveness  and  dissimulation  re- 
specting them.  He  indicated,  besides,  the  chronological 
period  of  their  dominion,  viz.  the  184  years  of  the  Chronicle, 
no  less  than  the  103  years  after  which  they  followed.  He 
even  made  184  the  formal  sum  of  one  of  his  dynasties,  viz. 
Dyn.  XVI  (XIV  of  Africanus),  to  which  it  can  scarcely  be 
believed  historically  to  belong.  But  in  the  scheme  of  Erato- 
sthenes the  Shepherds  are  totally  suppressed,  no  less  than 
in  the  monumental  lists  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  without  any  hint 
whatever  either  of  their  existence,  or  of  the  184  years  of  their 
domination.  And  that,  although  the  chronological  framework 
of  the  Chronicle  was  taken  for  a basis,  and  though  its  other 
sums  of  443,  190,  and  103  years,  were  all  marked  twice  over, 
(the  443  being  even  repeated  a third  time),  its  sum  of  1 84 
alone  being  omitted.  And  not  only  so,  but  the  dynasties,  or 
parts  of  dynasties  exhibited,  were  so  arranged,  in  accordance 
with  the  order  of  Manetho,  as  by  no  means  to  exhibit  those 
kings  of  Lower  or  Upper  Egypt  who  were  really  contempo- 
raries of  the  Shepherds,  like  the  Memphites  of  Dyn.  XI  (IV 
of  Africanus),  as  filling  those  184  years,  or  the  greater  part 
of  them,  which  were  necessarily  marked  off  for  such  as  knew 
the  scale  of  the  Chronicle  between  the  end  of  the  103  years 
and  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII. 

The  relation  of  the  first  xxxviii  generations  and  1076 
years  of  Eratosthenes  to  as  many  years  and  generations  of 
the  Chronicle,  to  the  first  ten  dynasties  of  Manetho’s  kings. 
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and  to  the  double  series  of  the  Chamber  of  Thothmes  III. 
in  the  temple  of  Karnak,  with  the  true  positions  of  the 
dynasties  of  Manetho  and  of  the  generations  of  Eratosthenes 
within  the  chronological  spaces  of  the  Chronicle,  have  been 
drawn  out  and  exhibited  above  in  the  tables  and  schemes 
C,  D,  E,  F,  to  which  the  reader  will  find  it  useful  to  refer 
as  he  follows  the  subjoined  enumeration:  — 

The  XV  generations  and  443  years  “ of  the  Cycle”  are 
exhibited  by  Generations  I to  xv  inclusively : 

Also,  by  Generations  vi  to  xx,  exclusively  of  the  last  36 
years  of  Generation  xx. 

The  viii  Tanite  kings  and  190  years  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the 
Chronicle,  and  the  viii  Tanites  and  253  years  of  Dyn.  VIII 
of  Manetho  (I  of  Africanus),  are  represented  by  Generations 
i to  v inclusively,  with  the  1 90  years  of  the  Chronicle  : 
Also,  by  Generations  xvi  to  xx,  with  190  years,  exclu- 
sively of  the  last  36  years  of  Generation  xx. 

The  ten  generations,  vi  to  xv  inclusively,  having  253 
years  (which  coalesce  on  either  side  with  the  190  of  Gene- 
rations i to  v,  or  xvi  to  xx  inclusively,  into  443  years),  they 
are  equal,  but  only  by  chance,  to  the  unreduced  sum  of  Ma- 
netho’s first  dynasty  of  kings,  Dyn.  VIII  (I  of  Africanus). 

The  ix  generations,  vi  to  xiv  inclusively,  seem  to  indicate 
by  their  number  and  the  sum  of  their  years,  viz.  224,  the 
ix  kings  and  the  224  years  of  Manetho’s  second  dynasty  of 
Tanites,  Dyn.  IX  (II  of  Africanus),  224  being  the  remainder 
after  the  last  two  reigns  with  79  years  have  been  cut  off 
from  its  original  and  unreduced  sum  of  303. 

The  viii  generations,  vi  to  xm  inclusively,  with  the  sum 
of  214  years,  the  79  years  of  the  first  of  them  being  com- 
pounded out  of  two  distinct  reigns,  viz.  the  last  two  of  Ma- 
nctho’s  Dyn.  IX  (II  of  Africanus),  indicate  the  ix  Memphite 
kings  and  the  214  years  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  X (III  of  Afric.). 

The  vn  generations,  vi  to  xn  inclusively,  the  first  of  them 
covering  three  names  and  the  sums  of  two  reigns,  represent 
with  their  201  years  (all  but  13  years  indicated  below  under 
a name  not  wanted,  and  belonging  to  the  next  dynasty),  the  ix 
Memphites  and214  years  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  X (III  of  Afric.). 
The  vii  generations,  xm  to  xxx  inclusively,  with  178 
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years,  represent  the  viii  Memphite  kings  and  the  whole  his- 
torical duration  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus). 

Dyn.  XII  of  Manetho  (V  of  Afric.),  with  its  ix  Eleplian- 
tinite  (or  Heliopolite  ?)  kings  in  218  years,  is  not  alluded  to. 

The  hi  generations  xx  to  xxu  inclusively,  with  107 
years,  represent  the  last  three  of  the  vi  Memphite  kings  of 
Manetho’s  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus),  and  the  last  107 
of  their  177  years,  6 years  being  transferred  from  the  last 
reign,  that  of  Nitocris,  to  the  generation  or  life  of  Phiops, 
so  that  the  two,  instead  of  having  94  and  12,  have  100  and 
6 years  respectively. 

The  last  36  years  of  Generation  xx,  and  the  two  follow- 
ing Memphite  generations,  xxi  and  xxu,  being  compen- 
satory of  three  names  out  of  the  TUI  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the 
Chronicle  suppressed  above,  these,  with  IV  more  Diospolite 
generations,  xxiii  to  xxvi  inclusively,  making  vi  or  VII 
generations  with  103  years,  represent  the  iv  Memphite 
generations  and  103  years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle, 
and  are  joined  on,  through  Phiops,  to  the  second  exhibition 
of  the  190  years  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle. 

The  39  years  of  Generations  xi  and  xn,  from  the  2nd  of 
Sirius,  with  the  last  21  of  Gen.  xx,  the  1 of  Gen.  xxi,  and 
the  42  of  Generations  xxxi  and  xxxii,  make  up  the  103 
years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle. 

The  184  years  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  lying 
between  its  Dynasties  XVII  and  XVIII,  are  unnoticed. 

The  last  36  years  of  Generation  xx,  with  the  eighteen 
generations  following,  make  a sum  of  443  years,  parallel  to 
those  443  years  “ of  the  Cycle,”  covered  with  kings  from 
Manctho’s  six  early  dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt,  which  may  be 
reckoned  either  from  Generation  I to  xv  inclusively,  or  from 
Generation  vi  to  the  64th  year  of  xx  inclusively.  The 
present  sum  of  443  years  is  occupied  by  kings  of  Upper 
Egypt,  and  seems  to  cover  a chronological  space  beginning 
with  the  1st  year  of  the  103  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle, 
and  ending  with  the  156th  of  its  Dyn.  XVIII. 

The  viii  generations,  the  last  of  them  covering  two  reigns, 
from  xxiii  to  xxx  inclusively,  with  150  years,  may  be  re- 
garded as  equivalent  to  the  1st,  2nd,  3rd,  and  4th,  and  to 
the  13th,  14th,  15  th  and  16th  of  the  xvi  Diospolites  of  Dyn. 
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XIV  of  Manetho  (XI  of  Africanus),  with  less  probably 
than  the  half  of  the  true  historical  sum  of  their  years. 

The  v generations,  xxxi  to  xxxv  inclusively,  xxxi  and 
xxxn  being  two  names  but  with  a single  reign,  and  xxxiv 
being  a consolidation  of  two  kings,  represent  six  out  of  the 
viii  reigns  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus), 
which  seems  to  have  in  all  43  + 16  + 160  = 219  years,  though 
of  these  59  are  detached,  and  mentioned  under  the  preceding 
dynasty.  - The  163  years  of  Eratosthenes  are  the  163  lying 
chronologically  between  the  commencement  of  the  42nd  year 
preceding  the  death  of  Sesortiisen  I.  and  the  end  of  the  last 
year  of  Amencmhc  III.  If  16  years  at  the  top,  and  12  at 
the  bottom,  unnoticed  by  Eratosthenes,  were  added,  the 
whole  chronological  sum  would  be  brought  up  to  191  years. 

The  in  generations  xxxvi  to  xxxvm  inclusively  (the  last 
of  them  representing  at  least  two  reigns),  with  87  years,  are 
a representation  of  the  latter  part  of  the  Diospolite  Nubian 
or  Xoite  Dyn.  XVI  of  Manetho  (XIV  of  Africanus);  and 
when  put  up,  so  as  to  stand  clear  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  they  fill  the 
last  87  of  that  sum  of  1 84  years  which  is  given  to  them  by  Ma- 
netho, but  which  belongs  to  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle. 

The  xvi  generations  from  xxm  to  xxxvm  inclusively,  or 
rather  the  xv  (since  one  is  merely  a name,  without  years, 
completing  the  compensation  of  the  three  names  suppressed 
in  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle),  having  a sum  of  340  years, 
are  intended,  with  the  first  reign  of  the  following  series 
not  copied  by  Syncellus,  or  rather  with  8 of  its  years,  to 
parallel  the  xiv  generations  and  348  years  of  the  “ Mem- 
phite ” Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle,  as  if  that  were  not 
identical  with  the  Diospolite  Dynasty  XVIII  of  Manetho, 
with  xvi  reigns  and  333  years. 

Before  proceeding  to  exhibit  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  in 
the  actual  text  of  Syncellus,  and  to  comment  on  it  in  detail, 
it  will  be  proper  to  notice  and  account  for  a mistake  made  by 
Syncellus  respecting  the  space  of  time  covered  by  that  por- 
tion of  the  list  which  he  transcribes.  We  have  been  assum- 
ing, as  a matter  of  course,  that  Eratosthenes’  entire  series  of 
xci  generations,  being  theLXXvi  generations  and  1881  years 
of  the  kings  of  the  Chronicle,  with  its  xv  preceding  genera- 
tions “ of  the  Cycle  ” added,  ended  at  the  same  point  of  time 
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with  the  last  or  fifteenth  dynasty  of  the  kings  of  the  Chroni- 
cle, that  is,  with  its  Dyn.  XXX,  and  with  Dyn.  XXX  of  Ma- 
netho,  viz.  at  the  last  Persian  conquest  of  Egypt  by  Darius 
Ochus,  in  B.C.  345 ; and  that  it  began,  in  appearance  at  least, 
443  years  earlier  than  the  series  of  the  kings  of  the  Chroni- 
cle, viz.,  in  B.C.  2667,  instead  of  B.C.  2224.  But  Syncellus, 
going  seemingly  upon  some  words  of  Apollodorus,  which  he 
does  not  quote,  supposes  the  first  xxxviii  generations  of 
Eratosthenes  in  (443  + 190  + 103  + 184  + 156  = ) 1§76  years, 
which  he  transcribes,  and  which  really  run  five  generations 
and  156  years  into  Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle,  ending  in 
B.C.  (2667 — 1076  = ) 1592,  to  begin  from  his  own  "year  of 
the  world  2900,  124  years  after  his  era  of  the  Dispersion 
and  of  the  accession  of  Menes,  A.M.  2776;”  and  to  end 
with  his  “a.m.  3975,”  (it  should  have  been  a.m.  3976,)  1165 
years  before  the  close  of  his  a.m.  5141  where  he  puts  the 
end  of  Dyn.  XXX  of  Anianus.  That  is,  he  makes  the  series 
of  Eratosthenes  (really  one  with  that  of  the  Chronicle)  to 
, end  68  years  too  low.  For  from  B.c.  1592,  where  the  1076 
years  according  to  the  scale  of  the  Chronicle  really  end,  to 
B.c.  345,  where  Dyn.  XXX  and  the  native  Egyptian  mon- 
archy really  ends,  there  are  (1592  — 345  = ) 1248  Egyptian 
years;  while  Syncellus  between  his  a.m.  3975  (3976), 
where  he  makes  the  series  of  1076  years  which  he  transcribes 
to  end,  and  his  a.m.  5141,  where  he  makes  Anianus’  Dyn. 
XXX  to  end,  (16  years  before  the  Chronicle)  has  only  1165 
years;  so  that  the  remaining  liii  generations  and  1248 
years  of  the  Chronicle  and  of  Eratosthenes  (which  cannot 
be  curtailed)  would  end  (83  — 15  = ) 68  years  later  than  B.c. 
345,  supposing  Syncellus’  a.m.  (5141  + 15  = ) 5156  and  his 
last  year  of  Dyn.  XXX  to  end  together  (which  they  ought 
to  do,  but  do  not)  in  B.c.  345.  It  is  clear  that  in  putting 
the  head  of  the  whole  series  124  years  after  his  own  epoch 
of  Menes,  Syncellus  must  be  going  upon  some  inference 
from  words  of  the  author  whom  he  followed,  and  must  have 
obtained  the  date  for  the  commencement  of  the  1st,  and  we 
may  add  that  for  the  end  of  the  38  th,  generation  of  Erato- 
sthenes from  some  notice,  in  the  chronography  of  Apollo- 
dorus relating,  or  seeming  to  himself  to  relate,  to  the  end  of 
the  whole  series.  But  that  Eratosthenes  shifted  the  end  of  a 
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series  of  XCi  generations  taken  from  the  Chronicle,  and  with  it 
the  end  of  Dyn.  XXX  both  of  the  Chronicle  and  of  Manetho 
and  the  epoch  of  the  conquest  of  Ochus,  by  68  years, 
from  b.c.  345  to  B.C.  277,  is  manifestly  impossible.  And  the 
date  itself  which  comes  out  seems  to  explain  the  origin  of  the 
mistake  made  by  Syncellus,  who  took  some  words  really  rela- 
ting to  the  date  of  Manetho' s writing , which  might  well  be  in 
terms  of  Anianus’  or  Syncellus’  reckoning  about  (a.m.  3976 
+ 1248  = ) a.m.  5224,  or  B.c.  277(  = b.c.  277  also  according 
to  the  vulgar  era),  when  Eratosthenes  was  only  just  born,  as 
if  they  related  to  the  date  to  which  Eratosthenes,  following 
the  Chronicle  and  Manetho,  brought  down  his  series  of 
(xxxviii +liii  = ) xci  generations  of  Theban  kings. 

The  words  with  which  Syncellus  prefaces  that  portion  of 
the  list  of  Eratosthenes  which  he  has  transcribed  into  his 
own  chronography,  and  so  preserved  to  us,  are  as  follows : — 

“ Apollodorus,  the  chronographer,  has  inserted  another  list 
of  xxxviii  kings  of  the  Egyptians  who  are  called  Thebans, 
covering  1076  years,  which  commenced  in  (after)  the  year 
of  the  world  2900,  and  ended  with  the  year  of  the  world 
3975  (3976).  The  knowledge  of  these,  he  says,  Erato- 
sthenes obtained  in  the  form  of  a series  of  names  with 
short  notices  in  the  Egyptian  language,  by  command  of  the 
king,  and  rendered  them  into  Greek  as  follows : — “ ’AttoXXo- 
hatpos  xpovi/cbs  aXXrjV  Alr/inrriav  rwv  €h)/3ata>v  Xeyopivatv 
fiaaiXsiav  dveypaip-aro  ftaoiXeatv  Xt)',  etojv  aoj-'-  gns  f/p^aro 
piv  rat  J3&,  rrei  too  notrpov,  eXrj^e  Be  els  to  ,y»,oe  eros  too 
Kocrpov  atv  Trjv  yvdxnv,  tfyrjtrlv,  6 ' EpaToaOimjs  Xa/3cw  Alyv- 
imaKOts  inropvrjpacn  teal  ovopaai  Kara  irpoara^iv  fiaaiXucr) v 
rij  'EXAaSt  tfxovfj  trapeejtpaoev  ovtcos.” 

Dynasty  XVI  of  the  Chronicle,  VIII  of  Manetho,  I of 
Africanus,  of  rill  Theinite  or  Thinite  kings,  with  190  years.  ‘VJ5m.U’ 

“ a.  npdtTos ifiaoiXevae Qr^vlrys,  Phjfiaws * o eppr/veo-  r. 

r rat  A leovios  • iffaaiXevcrev  err)  £0."  “ Menes  was  the  first  king 
who  reigned  in  Egypt,  lie  was  of  Teni,  a Theban  (i.  e.  of 
the  Thebaid).  The  name  is  equivalent  to  AE tern  us ; he 
reigned  62  years.”  He  no  doubt  stood  at  the  head  of  the 
series  of  kings  recognised  as  their  ancestors  by  the  Thebans 
of  Dynasties  XVIII,  XIX,  and  XX,  both  on  other  monu- 
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ments,  on  some  of  which  he  is  still  visible,  and  especially 
in  the  temple  of  Osiris  built  or  rebuilt  by  Rameses  II.  at 
Abydos  in  the  Thinite  nomc ; and  hence  perhaps  we  may 
derive  a sufficient  explanation  of  the  designations  “ Thenite  ” 
and  “ Theban.”  The  syllable  men  in  Egyptian  had  the  same 
sense  as  the  root  of  fUvm,  pavr),  maneo,  in  Greek  and  Latin. 
AthoUmi.27.  “/S'.  07//3aiW  i/3a<ri\evaev  ' A.0d>9r]s  vlos  Mi/v/tas  erij  vd"‘ 

?79,i.  c*  21 ct  ovtos  ipprjveverat  'Upp.oyinrjs.'’  “ Athothis,  son  of  Menes, 
reigned  59  years.  His  name  means  Hermogencs.”  Thus  far  the 
names  of  Eratosthenes  are  identical  with  those  of  Manetho  and 
of  the  Turin  papyrus ; and  the  years  of  these  first  two  kings 
are  taken,  with  an  addition  of  three  units  only  to  the  second, 
from  the  unreduced  figures  of  Manetho,  who  gives  Menes  62, 
and  Athothis  57  years,  which  last  we  suppose  to  have  been  56 
and  some  odd  months.  It  is  to  be  noticed  how  the  expression 
“07//9aiW  ifia<Ti\tv<re”  “reigned  over  the  Thebans,”  goes 
with  the  designations  “ Thinite  ” and  “ Theban,”  and  explains 
the  sense  in  which  these  kings  are  appropriated  by  the 
Theban  priests  in  making  out  their  list  for  Eratosthenes. 
a thothjs  ii.  “ y.  Qrjftaiwv  Alyirmiav  y eftaaiAevtrev  AddiOrjs  opA>vupos 
pc.  2167, to  hr)  X/3’  ”.  “ Athothis  II.  reigned  32  years.”  Here  the  name  is 
2N6-  entirely  different  from  the  third  name  in  Manetho’s  list, 
which  is  Keviciin)s ; but  the  years  of  Iris  reign  are  the  same 
within  one;  for  Kenkenes  of  Manetho  reigned  31,  and  Ma- 
netho’s text  may  have  had  31  and  some  months,  which  in  the 
list  of  Eratosthenes  (which  had  no  fractions)  were  rounded  off 
to  a full  year.  And  on  other  grounds  it  is  certain  that  the 
five  kings  of  Eratosthenes  are  identical  with  five  out  of  the 
eight  of  Manetho,  though  only  the  first  two  names  are 
clearly  the  same  in  both  lists.  Whatever  may  be  the  cause, 
the  names  of  Eratosthenes  from  this  point  to  the  end  of  his 
whole  series  are  far  from  being  generally  or  certainly  identi- 
fiable; but  happily  so  many  are  identifiable,  and  at  such 
intervals,  as  to  enable  us  to  distinguish  clearly  the  general 
order  of  the  whole,  and  the  dynasty  to  which  each  name 
separately  belongs. 

The  name  Athothis  in  this  list  of  Eratosthenes  pervades 
in  a manner  the  whole  of  the  first  dynasty  of  kings,  being 
repeated  no  less  than  /our  times,  and  in  connection  with 
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every  one  of  the  five  kings  named  except  Mencs.  And 
Menes  himself  is  elsewhere  said  to  have  been  instructed  by 
Thoth.  And  as  the  4th  and  5th  names  of  Eratosthenes  are 
the  6th  and  7 th  of  Manetho,  and  each  king  is  said  to  have 
been  the  son  of  his  predecessor,  the  name  Athothis  is  by 
implication  connected  also  with  the  5th  and  the  8th  kings 
of  Manetho,  though  they  are  omitted  in  order  to  reduce  the 
eight  to  five  generations.  This  prominence  given  to  the 
name  Athothis  may  remind  one  of  a passage  in  one  of 
Eusebius’s  extracts  from  Sanchoniathon,  in  which  it  is  said 
that  “ Cronus  (i.  e.  Ham)  going  southwards,  gave  all  Egypt  to 
Thoth,  to  be  his  kingdom,”  that  is,  to  some  patriarch  so  named, 
as  if  Thoth  or  Athothis,  rather  than  Menes,  were  the  founder 
of  the  Egyptian  monarchy.  And  again,  in  another  passage,  it 
is  said  that  the  names  of  their  gods  were  taken  by  the  Egyp- 
tians and  others  partly  from  ancestors  and  other  great  men, 
and  especially  “ from  some  of  their  own  kings.”  If  this  were 
so  indeed,  then,  since  they  are  the  oldest  Egyptian  kings,  and 
Manetho  himself  records  the  deification  of  Apis  and  Mnevis 
and  of  the  Goat  of  Mendes  as  introduced  later,  one  might  sus- 
pect that  it  was  Menes  or  Mnevis  who  gave  his  name  to  the 
Bull  of  Heliopolis,  the  names  being  really  identical  ( Menai ), 
and  that,  instead  of  Athothis,  his  successor,  being  named 
from  the  god  Thoth,  or  Hermes,  it  was  in  reality  the  god 
Thoth  who  was  named  from  the  king  ; especially  as  Manetho 
describes  this  same  king  as  doing  things  suitable  to  the  god 
his  namesake,  being  a builder  and  physician,  writing  books, 
and  prescribing  the  method  of  embalming,  and,  as  we  may 
understand,  the  whole  ceremonial  of  the  dead.  But  the  name 
was  certainly  given  in  later  times  to  at  least  one  ancestor 
much  older  that  the  time  of  Menes.  In  the  pseudo-Manetho 
quoted  by  Syncellus  the  records  of  the  first  times,  in  allusion 
to  the  antediluvian  world,  are  fabled  in  a story  borrowed  from 
Bcrosus  to  have  been  inscribed  on  certain  stela?  by  the  first 
Thoth,  and  aftertheFlood  to  have  been  written  thence  in  Egyp- 
tian hieroglyphics  and  in  hieratic  books  by  Agathodaemon  son 
of  the  second  Thoth  and  father  of  Tat,  that  is,  of  a third  Thoth. 
And  these  last-named  three  should  be  kings,  for  they  deposited 
what  they  wrote  “ in  the  sanctuaries  of  the  temples  of  Egypt, 
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[Ouenephes, 
»jfn.  F*  b. 
11,  B.c.  2146, 
to  Feb.  6,  B.c. 
21 23. 

Athothis 
III  ] 19  y ff. 
Feb.  6.  B.c. 
2123.  to  Feb. 
I , B.c.  2104. 

M>ebae« 

[26  yrs.  Ft  b. 
I,  bc.  2104, 
to  Jan.  25. 

It  C.  SOW  ] 


Smenpsrs.  Jfl 
yrs.  Jan.  25, 
8.0.21*7**.  to 
J.»n.  21,  B.c. 

'4060. 


“ Qr/fiaitov  e/3acri\£v<re  B'A ta/Sigs  vios  ’AOcoOews,  srg  iff' 
ovtos  epfiTjviveTcu  i^iAbspos.”  “ Dialies , son  of  Athothis, 
19  years.”  The  name  is  that  of  Mts/Saijy  or  Mi£/3i8of,  Ma- 
netho’s  6th  king.  The  gloss  (l>i\£r£pos  too  is  probably  acor- 
ruption  of  <Pi\6ravpo s,  that  is.  Lover  of  the  Divine  Bull,  or 
Beloved  by  the  Divine  Bull,  as  has  been  well  remarked  by 
Bunsen.  The  4th  king  of  Manetho,  Ouenephes,  is  suppressed 
by  Eratosthenes,  all  but  the  three  units  of  his  23  years,  the 
addition  of  which  to  the  2nd  and  3rd  generations  has  been 
noticed  above.  The  5 th  king,  Ousaphaidos,  is  also  omitted, 
but  he  contributes  his  reign  of  19  years  and  some  months, 
the  latter  omitted  by  Eratosthenes,  to  the  fourth  generation, 
the  name  for  which,  Miabics,  is  taken  from  Manetho’s  6th 
king.  From  the  sense  of  the  name  Miebaes  it  appears  that 
when  it  was  given  the  Bull  was  already  a recognised  divinity ; 
yet  Manetho,  who  would  not  be  likely  to  make  that  worship 
less  ancient  than  it  really  was,  says  expressly  that  it  was  in- 
troduced in  the  time  of  Kaiechos,  the  2nd  king  of  his  second 
dynasty  of  Tanites,  that  is  of  his  Dyn.  IX  (II  of  Africanus). 
So  then  it  would  seem  to  follow  that  Kaiechos,  the  2nd  king 
of  the  Tanites  of  Dyn.  IX  (II  of  Africanus),  was  more 
ancient  than  Miebaes,  the  6th  king  of  the  Tanites  of  Dyn. 
VIII ; and  the  two  Tanite  dynasties,  instead  of  being  succes- 
sive in  one  and  the  same  city,  would  seem  to  have  been  con- 
temporaneous in  two  distinct  cities  of  the  same  Tanite  dis- 
trict, though  Dyn.  IX  commenced  in  any  case  at  some  time 
later  than  the  accession,  and  probably  later  than  the  death  of 
Menes.  A similar  inference  might  be  made  from  the  name 
Kioyoipi),  mentioned  by  Manetho  in  connection  with  the  4th 
king  of  his  Dyn.  VIII,  Ouenephes,  who  he  says  first  began 
to  build  the  pyramids  at  Kor^iopg ; for  this  name  is  thought  by 
some  to  mean  “ The  place  of  the  Black  Bull”  But  the  inference 
in  this  case  is  of  little  weight,  since  a place,  as  “ Harnesses, 
or  “ Alexandria,”  may  be  designated  by  that  name  by  which 
it  was  familiar  to  the  writer,  even  though  he  chance  to  he 
speaking  of  it  at  a time  when  the  name  was  not  yet  given. 

“ £.  < ~)i)l3aui)v  £(3acrl\£v<je  s'  Uegipois  vios  'Addidsws,  o sow 
’Hpaic'KelSgs,  erg  rj.n  “ Semphos , son  of  Athothis,  8 years. 
The  gloss  shows  that  ~ep.<f;ois  is  the  true  reading,  Sem  or  Smen 
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being  elsewhere  also  rendered  The  name  is  then 

fairly  identifiable  with  Semen-pses,  the  7th  king  of  Manetho, 
and  the  reign  of  8 years  is  also  from  the  18  of  the  same  king, 
the  units  only  being  retained,  and  the  decad  suppressed.  The 
8th  king  of  Manetho,  Bieneches,  and  the  4th,  Oueneplies,  are  [ Bit  ncche*. 
indicated  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  no  otherwise  than  by  the 
fact  that  the  first  two  reigns  of  Menes  and  Atliothis,  with  62  “<■ 
and  59  years,  look  as  if  they  were  both  double  generations. 

So  Menes  with  30  + 32,  Atliothis  with  27  + 32,  Atho- 
this  II.  with  21  + 11,  Miebaes  with  19,  and  Semphos  with 
8 years,  hint  under  only  five  names  the  eight  actual  reigns 
which  are  consolidated,  and  exhibit,  in  such  a way  as  suits 
the  purpose  in  view,  their  true  sum  of  190  years. 

Dynasty  X of  Manetho,  III  of  Africanus,  of  ix  Mem- 
phite kinys,  with  214  years. 

Eratosthenes  for  these  has  only  vn  names,  ending  with  R>n- x- ol 
the  seventh  king,  as  it  seems,  of  the  ix,  but  giving  to  his  vn  .)1l,t'Jrp1h“"’ 
names  201  years,  and  indicating  the  full  sum  of  214  years, 
and  the  full  number  of  ix  kings. 

“ Gr)j3aiwp  Air/irrrriav  ij3acn\evaev  f Toiyap,  dpa-yos, 
[Soirrg^-'Pa,  or  StoZ^oj,  Xovtc^os,  "Apr/r,  apa^os?]  Mop-^stpi 
Mep<f>iT>/t,  hr/  off.  Out  os  spprjviverai  TicravBpos  [so  read  for 
T t')<ravipos~\,  TrepitjaopiXrjs."  The  adjunct  Xleptphr/s,  “of  Mem- 
phis,” marks  the  transition  from  the  Tanites  or  Theinites  to  the 
Memphites.  This  king  however  is  identified  beyond  all  doubt 
— not  with  any  one  of  Manetho’s first  ix  Memphites,  but  with 
the  last  but  one,  the  eighth,  of  his  second  dynasty  of  Tanites,  viz. 
ofDyn.  IX  (II  of  Africanus).  For  both  Manetho  and  Erato- 
sthenes mention  that  he  was  a giant,  TrspicaopsXgs ; and  the 
reign  of  79  years  (made  out  of  78  and  some  months)  given 
him  by  Eratosthenes,  is  plainly  compounded  of  the  two  sums 
48  and  30  of  Sesochris  or  Set-ochris  the  giant  and  Cheneres,\i"!‘u?X 
the  last  two  kings  of  Manetho’s  Dvn.  IX  (II  of  Africanus).  dm.w.b*-. 

. . \ . lSMI ; »nd  13 

After  thus  beginning  his  “ Memphites”  with  a single  name 
seemingly  of  a stranger,  but  covering  or  indicating  probably  T 

two 

Dyr  v t ^ 

more  names,  which  are  clearly  a representation  of  Manetho’s  no. 

v 2 


reigns  besides  the  first  of  the  ix  Memphites  of  Manetho’s  “jf,  Xktrophf] 
i.  XI  fill  of  Africanus),  Eratosthenes  continues  with  six  n.ur.c.  nV, 
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Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus),  since  they  are  “ Memphites,” 
preceded  by  a consolidation  of  the  last  two  reigns  of  Ma- 
nctho’s  Tanites,  and  followed  by  VII  names  taken  from  the 
later  Memphites  of  Manetho’a  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus). 
There  is  no  doubt  then  as  to  their  character,  though  their 
names  as  they  stand  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  are  disap- 
pointing ; and  in  spite  of  plausible  conjectures,  for  which  the 
corrupt  state  of  the  text  gives  abundant  room,  no  single  name 
of  all  the  seven  has  as  yet  been  identified  in  a manner  com- 
pletely satisfactory.  Nor  is  there  much,  if  any  help,  to  be 
obtained  from  the  sums  or  order  of  the  particular  reigns. 

The  two  kings  Sesochris  and  Cheneres,  if  rightly  placed,  as 
they  are  placed  by  Manetho,  at  the  end  of  the  second  dynasty 
of  Tanites,  should  be  at  the  earliest  contemporaries  of  the 
last  two  or  more  kings,  not  the  first,  of  that  earliest  Mem- 
phite dynasty  which  began  in  B.C.  2145,  79  years  after 
Menes,  and  ended,  after  continuing  for  214  years,  in  b.c. 
1 932,  when  the  Shepherds  took  Memphis.  But  if  they  were 
wrongly  placed  by  Manetho,  and  the  Theban  priests  for  Era- 
tosthenes were  in  fact  correcting  Manetho  when  they  placed 
Sesochris  (or  Ra-Soutech?)  at  the  head  of  the  Memphites, 
the  only  way  of  accounting  for  Manetho’s  error  will  be  by 
supposing  that  in  some  hieratic  papyrus  which  he  followed 
the  rubric  marking  the  commencement  of  a new  line  of  kings 
was  put  two  names  too  low ; or  else  that  he  himself  put  it 
too  low  in  his  own  list  through  copying  inattentively  from  a 
papyrus  in  which  it  had  stood  right.  In  either  case  the 
blunder  imputed  to  him  is  too  gross  to  be  probable.  But 
if  it  were  so  indeed,  its  correction  would  involve  this  conse- 
quence, that  while  the  kings  of  the  second  Tanite  line  were 
reduced  to  vii  from  IX,  those  of  the  earliest  Memphite  line 
would  be  increased  from  IX  to  XI,  and  would  claim  by  the 
ordinary  average  of  the  Chronicle  and  Eratosthenes  a dura- 
tion of  269£,  instead  of  220|  or  214  years;  so  that,  as  they 
certainly  ended  when  the  Shepherds  took  Memphis,  in  B.C. 
1932,  they  should  have  begun  as  early  as  B.C.  2201,  only  23 
years  later  than  the  accession  of  Menes.  But  Eratosthenes 
gives  no  hint  either  of  more  kings  than  ix,  or  of  more  years 
than  214  for  the  dynasty  ; and  these  two  numbers  he  does  in- 
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dicate  in  that  indirect  way  which  alone  was  possible  within 
his  limits.  And  though  he  makes  vii  kings  from  Dyn.  XI 
of  Manetho  (IV  of  Africanus)  to  follow  next  after  these  first 
vii  of  his  own  Memphites  whom  we  are  now  considering, 
still,  as  he  makes  his  first  Memphites  with  201  years  seem 
to  end,  and  his  later  to  commence,  not  at  b.c.  1932,  but  58, 
or  rather  64,  years  earlier,  so  that  the  last  two  of  the  seven 
names  of  his  first  Memphites  cover  the  first  39  years  of  the 
103  of  the  Memphite  Dynasty  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  we  may 
infer  that  the  two  names,  and  5 1 of  the  64  years  omitted  but 
needed  to  the  historical  completion  of  the  dynasty,  are  covered 
by  the  two  consolidated  Tanite  reigns  and  the  79  years  of  the 
giant  Sesochris  or  Stoigar  Momcheiri ; and  that  this  consoli- 
dation was  put  up  at  the  head  of  the  early  Memphites  because 
it  was  desired,  while  naming  vii  only  out  of  their  ix  kings,  to 
make  the  last  year  of  the  seventh  name  mark  the  point  at  which 
the  sovereignty  kept  in  view  by  the  Chronicle  passed  out  of 
this  line  to  a king  of  Dyn.  XIII  of  Manetho  (VI  of  Afri- 
canus). If  any  one  reject  this  view,  he  must  suppose  that 
the  last  king  of  the  vii  named  by  Eratosthenes  as  if  from 
the  ix  early  Memphites  of  Manetho  (only  with  13  years 
more  than  are  expressly  given  him),  was  historically  the  ninth 
and  last  of  the  dynasty,  ending  his  reign  in  B.c.  1932,  and 
that  the  first  79  historical  years  of  the  dynasty,  and  its  first 
three  historical  kings,  whoever  they  were,  are  covered  by 
the  single  name  of  Mom-cheiri,  with  the  sums  of  two  reigns 
taken  by  some  strange  blunder  or  caprice  of  the  Theban 
priests  from  the  latest  Tanites  of  Manetho.  There  remains, 
it  is  true,  a third  hypothesis,  viz.  that  both  the  79  years, 
covering  two  kings  added  to  the  IX  of  Manetho’s  DyD.  XI 
(III  of  Africanus),  are  historical  above,  and  at  the  same  time 
that  Manetho’s  last  two  kings  and  64  years  are  omitted  by 
Eratosthenes,  and  need  to  be  added  to  complete  the  historical 
continuance  of  the  dynasty  below.  But  thus  it  would  have 
XI  kings  and  (64  + 201=)  265  years  to  say  nothing  of  13 
more,  which  are  indicated  only,  and  not  actually  reckoned  to 
its  names,  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes ; and  the  265  years,  if 
•they  ended  in  b.c.  1932,  must  have  begun  in  B.C.  2196,  only 
28  years  after  Menes,  a date  seemingly  inadmissible,  and 
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nearly  identical  with  that  which  has  been  already  noticed 
above  as  consequent  upon  the  admission  of  XI  instead  of  IX 
kings,  if  their  duration  were  according  to  the  ordinary 
average  of  24|  years  to  a reign. 

It  will  be  best  then  perhaps  to  suppose  that  the  first  (64  — 
13  = ) 51  years  of  the  first  Memphite  generation  of  Eratos- 
thenes really  and  chronologically  form  part  of  the  last  64 
of  the  dynasty  lying  between  B c.  1995  and  b.c.  1932 ; and 
further  to  notice  that  the  remaining  (201—51=)  150  years 
are  unchronologically  depressed  as  regards  their  relative 
position ; for  the  last-named  king  of  the  dynasty  (not  really 
the  last,  but  the  7th)  seems  to  overrun  by  6 years  the  com- 
mencement of  the  184  years  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle ; whereas  the  later  Memphites  of  Dyn.  XI  of  Manetho 
(IV  of  Africanus)  certainly  commenced  at  the  beginning  of 
the  184  years  in  question,  and  the  6 years  by  which  their 
178  fall  short  of  184,  are  really  the  last  six,  not  the  first 
six  years  of  that  period.  After  the  deduction  of  51  years 
the  first  Memphite  generation  of  Eratosthenes  will  still  have 
(79—51=)  28  years  left,  answering  exactly  to  the  reign 
of  Manetho’s  first  Memphite  king,  Necherophes  or  Nechero- 
chis,  who  has  twenty -eight  years.  A monumental  name  with 
which  the  first  historical  Memphite  of  Eratosthenes  may  with 
much  probability  be  connected,  is  the  first  of  the  VII  earliest 
names  in  the  uppermost  line  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  on  the 
left  hand  side  (of  the  spectator).  This  name  is  read  Ra-t- 
jnen-teti,  with  an  additional  character,  the  sense  and  pro- 
nunciation of  which  are  still  disputed.  Mr.  Birch  would 
read  it  kherp,  which  with  Ra  prefixed  might  be  the  source  of 
the  Ne-cheroph-is  of  Manetho.  For  the  rest,  the  syllable 
smen,  and  in  the  same  characters,  occurs  also  in  other  private 
names  in  composition  with  pet,  as  “ Pet- Smen,"  like  Pet-Amon 
or  Petit-Bast ; so  that  Smen  should  be  a name  of  some  deity, 
rendered  ''Aprjs  by  Eratosthenes,  perhaps  of  Soirre^of  or 
Srot^or,  who  was  the  local  god  of  that  district  in  which  Tanis 
was  situated : or  it  may  be  one  with  Sem  or  Smem,  as  in 
the  name  Smen-pses,  which  is  rendered  ' Hpa/cXs/Sr/s.  What- 
ever be  the  true  account  of  the  first  name,  the  agreement" 
from  this  point  between  the  series  of  Eratosthenes  and  that 
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exhibited  on  the  left  hand  side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  is 
so  close,  that  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  it  was  designed. 

“ ®gf3at'cov  Avyxmriaiv  e&acrlXevcrsv  % St ol^os  vios  stoichui,  n 
airrov  • o emiv"  Apgs,  dvaLaOgros,  stt)  f\”  “Stoichus  son  of  »c. J117, to 
the  preceding,  6 years.”  The  name  is  probably  that  of  the  21x1'.  ' 
deity  Soutech,  who  is  the  same  as  Set,  with  a Greek  termi- 
nation ; and  there  are  many  instances  where  Set,  under  the 
eighteenth  and  nineteenth  dynasties,  appears  or  is  named 
in  such  a manner  as  to  explain  and  justify  the  rendering 
'Aprjs.  It  seems  probable,  when  one  notices  both  the  form  of 
the  preceding  name  Stoigar  and  the  double  gloss  a/ia^os  and 
riaavhpos,  that  it  is  really  the  same,  only  with  “Ra,"  perhaps, 
in  composition,  Srol^pos  or  ^.Totyapgs  for  Soutech-Ra,  and 
a gloss  from  the  sound  resembling  okr,  which  means  “ vic- 
torious.”  Further,  the  notice  added,  that  he  was  son  of  the 
preceding,  suffices  of  itself  to  prove  that  the  preceding  name, 

Stoigar  Mom-Cheiri,  (“  Set-okr,  Ker-en-ra  of  Memphis?") 
represents  not  only  the  last  two  Tanites  of  Manetho’s  Dyn. 

IX  (II  of  Africanus),  or  whatever  they  stand  for,  but  also  one 
other  really  Memphite  king,  the  first  as  we  have  presumed  of 
Manetho’s  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus),  that  is,  Nechcrophes 
or  Necherochis.  And  the  name  “ Stoichos,  son  of  Setocliris," 
may  be  identifiable  with  Manetho’s  fourth  name  Mcsocliris, 
if  this  latter  be  a contraction  of  Mes-  Setocliris,  the  syllable 
mes  being  in  sense  equivalent  to  “ son."  Or  the  M be- 
ginning the  name  may  be  a corruption  for  2.  The  epithet 
avaurdgros,  “ senseless,”  is  no  part  of  the  gloss  on  the  name, 
but,  like  irsptaoofiiXgs  attached  to  the  name  preceding,  it  is 
a notice  descriptive  of  the  person.  Lastly,  the  source  of 
the  reign  of  6 years  may  be  found  in  the  7 years  (6  and  some 
months)  of  Manetho’s  3rd  name,  6 suiting  better  than  the 
29  or  30  of  Manctho’s  2nd  name  to  follow  after  a reign  of 
79  years.  The  second  cartouche  in  the  Karnak  Chamber, 
which  should  answer  to  Stoichus,  is  wanting. 

“ 7/.  (Agfiahov  Alyvmirov  IjSaolXsvariv  g Focropfilgs,  o icrriv  na-urtar- 
Airgais  Trairros  [so  correct  for  A'ngo  nramoi],  erg  X'."  “ Tse-  ”'t>.  1, « > ■■ 
sor-mi,  30  years.”  The  suffixed  syllable  “mi,"  meaning  at  wi. 
“ beloved,"  may  be  the  source  of  the  gloss  Ahgai?  iravros, 

“ Desire  of  All;"  and  the  essential  element  of  the  name, 
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“ tsesor,”  is  the  same  which  alone  constitutes  the  second  name 
of  Manetho’s  nine,  viz.  Tosor-thrus,  or  Sesor-thus,  which  are 
identical,  except  that  in  the  former  of  the  two  readings  from 
the  text  of  Africanus  the  syllable  Ra  entering  into  the  compo- 
sition of  the  name  is  expressed,  while  in  the  variant  of  Euse- 
bius it  is  omitted.  The  reign  too  agrees;  for  the  Tsesor- 
phra  of  Manetho  has  29  years,  and,  we  may  suppose,  some 
months,  and  the  Tsesor-mi  of  Eratosthenes  has  30  years.  The 
notice  in  Manetho,  that  he  was  reckoned  and  named  by  the 
Egyptians  as  another  Esculapius  for  his  skill  in  medicine, 
agrees  well  with  the  epithet  in  Eratosthenes  “Mai”  or 
“ Mi,”  “ Desire  of  All.”  The  corresponding  cartouche  in 
the  Karnak  Chamber  is  again  wanting. 

“ S'.  ®i}/3aia>v  A tryvinieov  £/3aart\evaiv  S'  Mnpijs,  vios  airrov  ‘ 
o scttiv  ' H\i68a>pos,  err)  Kg-'.”  “ Marcs,  that  is  Heliodorus, 

the  Gift  of  Ra  the  Sun-god,  26  years.”  Both  Ma-res  and 
Tureis,  the  third  name  of  Manetho’s  nine,  will  bear  the 
rendering  Iieliodorus  or  Gift  of  Ra  ; and  the  units  of  the  two 
lists,  being  6 in  Eratosthenes,  and  7 as  rounded  off  in  the  edi- 
tion of  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  and  Africanus,  agree  together. 
The  whole  sum  however,  26,  seems  to  consist  of  the  17 
years  of  Manetho’s  fourth  reign,  with  an  addition  of  nine 
more  years  given  by  Manetho  to  the  seventh  reign  but  not 
allowed  by  the  Theban  priests  to  stand  in  that  connection. 
The  corresponding  cartouche  in  the  Karnak  Chamber  reads 
Assa ; and  Bunsen  supposes  this  Assa  to  be  the  same  with 
Ass  a Tet-cheres  of  the  Memphite  tombs,  who  however  is 
probably  a later  king,  viz.  the  last  but  one  of  Dyn.  XII 
of  Manetho  (V  of  Africanus). 

“ i.  (•kjBauov  Alyvmiwv  i efiaalAsvcrev  ’Avcovcfus,  o scttiv 
’Et riKopos,  eri)  k.”  “ Anoyphis,  which  means  the  Longhaired, 
20  years.”  This  name  is  compound,  and  as  it  might  equally 
be  written  ' Adv" ilvtfns,  or  ’Aar  ^Lonxpis  or  Sa'o^ty,  it  agrees  at 
once  and  perfectly  both  with  the  fifth  name,  Soy  phis,  of 
Manetho’s  nine,  and  with  the  corresponding  cartouche  in  the 
Karnak  Chamber,  which  reads  Aan.  That  the  name  in 
the  list  of  Eratosthenes  is  really  thus  compounded  is  proved 
by  the  gloss  ’E7 rUouos,  “ Longhaired,”  the  same  interpreta- 
tion being  given  to  the  name  Souphis  or  Saophis,  the  monu- 
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mental  Khoufou  or  Shovphou,  in  the  following  dynasty.  The 
20  years  of  the  reign  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  are  the  16  of 
Manetho’s  fifth  reign,  with  an  addition  of  4 more,  transferred 
from  his  seventh.  So  the  4th  and  5th  reigns  of  Eratosthenes, 
with  (26  + 20=  ) 46  years,  equal  together  the  4th  and  5th  of 
Manetho,  with  (17  + 16=)  33,  and  contain  besides  13  years 
transferred  from  Manetho’s  7th  reign. 

“ ta . &t)/3auov  Alytnrruov  ta  ifiacr/Aevare  -.ipios,  o ecrriv  Sahou-ra.  IK 
'T  ioy  Kopny,  toy  Se  srspoi,  ' AfidaKavros,  ern  in”  “ Sirius  (ftS  if*"  i0.ti.tn' 

' v Jan.  10,  B.C. 

Si-iri-us),  which  means  Son  of  the  Pupil  of  the  Epey  or  accord-  'm7- 
ing  to  others  Not  to  he  Fascinated  by  the  Forcer  of  any  Eye,  18 
years.”  Here  also  perhaps  a harmony  may  exist  between 
the  three  lists.  For  the  word  tseser,  which  Eratosthenes 
elsewhere  renders  Kparos,  power,  and  which  is  the  main  com- 
ponent element  of  Manetho’s  sixth  name,  Toser-tasis,  is  found 
in  composition  on  the  monuments  with  the  character  for  the 
pupil  of  the  eye,  pronounced  “ in*”  in  the  name  Tseser-iri- 
en-ra,  from  which  Sisires  or  Sirius  might  readily  be  formed; 
and  the  monuments  exhibit  this  king  in  conjunction  with 
.4a«  (who  should  be  his  predecessor)  as  honoured  by  Tsesor- 
tasen  or  Tosor-tasis  I.  their  descendant.  But  “power  or 
lordship  of  the  pupil  of  the  eye  ” would  admit  the  gloss 
ufidoKavros,  i.  e.  “ not  to  he  mastered  by  the  eye  of  another  ; ” 
while,  if  considered  in  connection  with  the  syllable  Ra,  the 
sense  “ power  of  the  eye  of  Ra  ” might  perhaps  be  rendered 
“son  of  the  eye  of  Ra,"  as  “ Athothis”  was  rendered  above 
“ Ifermoyenes,  i.  e.  son  of  Thoth.”  But  it  is  probable  that  some 
of  these  glosses  were  merely  from  the  sound,  and  not  from  any 
true  etymology  ; and  so  Sirius  might  be  interpreted  as  if  it 
were  Si-iri-en-ra,  “ son  of  the  eye  of  Ra,”  or  Si-en-iri,  Ra 
being  dropped.  The  corresponding  cartouche  in  the  Ivarnak 
Chamber  reads  Sahou-ra  ; and  as  both  the  word  Sahou  and 
the  character  with  which  the  word  is  written  represent  the 
dogstar,  it  might  naturally  be  translated  by  the  name  of  the 
same  star,  Sirius,  in  Greek.  But  whether  Sahoura  and 
Seserirertra  of  the  monuments  and  Tosertasis  and  Sirius  of 
Manetho  and  Eratosthenes  are  all  one  and  the  same  king 
under  two  names,  like  Aan  and  Haopliou,  or  rather  the  list 
of  Eratosthenes  under  the  name  and  the  gloss  of  its  eleventh 
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generation  blends  together  two  monumental  kings,  one  ol 
whom  is  omitted  by  the  Karnak  Chamber  and  the  other  by 
Manetho,  is  a different  question.  That  there  may  be  great 
variations  sometimes  in  writing  the  names  of  the  same  king 
is  sufficiently  proved  by  the  fact  that  in  a papyrus  of  late 
date  the  Egyptian  name  Sahou-ra  has  been  found  rendered 
in  Greek  as  Asycliis,  the  syllable  ra  being  neglected,  and  the 
aspirate  being  transposed  so  as  to  make  “ Sa-ouA  ” or 
“ Sa-oucA,”  instead  of  “ Sa-Aou,  ” and  so  ' Aaavyis  or 
' Aairyis.  The  18  years  of  the  reign  of  Sirius  in  the  list  of 
Eratosthenes  are  short  by  only  1 of  the  19  of  Tosertasis 
in  that  of  Africanus.  It  must  be  admitted,  however,  that  if 
Tseser-ir-en-ra  is  the  monumental  name  alluded  to  under  the 
“ Toser-tns-is  ” of  Manetho,  Manetho  is  guilty  of  an  in- 
accuracy like  that  which  appears  lower  down  in  his  lists 
when  the  true  Tosertasis,  Sesortasen  I.  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of 
Africanus)  is  given  as  “ Gesonyoses,”  a corruption  coming 
very  near  to  the  name  of  Sesonchis  or  Shishonk,  the  head 
of  a much  later  dynasty. 

5j  “t/S'.  &i}0auov  ArytnrnW  10  e0aatksvae  Xvou/3o?  Fvsvpbs,o 

, t„  sort  XpvcrrjsXpvcrov  vio?,  h-q  k0 “ Chnoubus  Gneurus,  which 
means  Chryses  the  son  of  Chryses  (in  English,  Gold  the  son  of 
Gold),  22  years.”  The  22  years  are  one  of  them  from  the 
sixth  and  21  from  the  seventh  reign  of  Manetho,  which,  with 
the  name  Aches,  has  42  years.  Of  these  42,  13  have  already 
been  added  to  the  4th  and  5th  reigns;  21,  with  1 other  de- 
tached from  Manetho’s  6th  reign,  are  now  allowed  to  the 
7 th ; and  the  remaining  8 must  be  understood  to  be  put 
down  to  the  8th  king.  It  being  required  that  the  6th  and  7th 
of  these  earliest  Memphites  should  mark  both  the  number 
of  generations  and  the  number  of  years  contributed  by  their 
dynasty  towards  the  iv  generations  and  the  103  years  of 
Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  the  42  years  of  Manetho’s  7th 
reign  opposed  a difficulty.  But  when  13  of  these  were 
transferred  to  the  4th  and  5th  reigns  above,  and  8 more  out 
off  and  given  to  the  8th  reign  below,  the  6th  and  7tli  reigns, 
standing  with  (19  + 21  or  18 + 22  = ) 40  years,  approached  so 
nearly  to  the  sum  desired,  viz.  39,  as  to  need  no  further  altera- 
tion : for  it  would  be  understood  that  the  6th  king  might  have 
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been  already  on  the  throne  of  Memphis  for  one  year  before 
the  death  of  the  8th  and  last  Tanite  king  of  Dyn.  XVI 
of  the  Chronicle.  But  as  regards  the  names,  there  is  no  cor- 
respondence bewcen  that  of  Aches  in  Manctho  (who  is  pro- 
bably the  Aa-karou,  or  Aakou  of  the  monuments),  and  the 
Chnoubus  Gneurus  of  Eratosthenes ; and  it  appears  that 
though  the  reign  of  22  years,  to  judge  by  its  units,  is  taken 
from  Manctho’s  seventh,  the  king  to  whom  it  is  given  is 
rather  Manetho’s  eighth,  the  name  fiovpis  of  his  lists 
being  easily  reconcilable  with  the  monumental  form  Snefrou, 
designating  the  seventh  and  last  of  those  Memphite  kings 
who  make  the  earliest  and  uppermost  series  on  the  left  hand 
side  of  the  Karnak  Chamber.  So  Aches  and  Kerplieres,  the 
7th  and  9th  kings  of  Manetho,  instead  of  Siphouris  and  Ker- 
pheres,  his  8th  and  9th,  will  be  the  two  kings  reckoned  as  8th 
and  9th  for  Eratosthenes  by  the  Theban  priests,  and  omitted 
both  by  them  and,  as  it  seems,  also  by  Thothmcs  III.  in 
arranging  the  series  of  the  Karnak  Chamber,  probably  for 
this  reason,  that  they  were  of  less  importance  when  the 
sovereignty  or  precedence  for  all  Egypt  had  passed  to  an- 
other line,  viz.  to  a king  of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus) 
not  locally  resident  at  Memphis.  As  for  the  years  of  these 
two  king3  omitted,  they  have  already,  all  of  them  at  least 
but  13,  been  thrown  up  and  added  to  Manetho’s  first  reign 
of  28  years  at  the  head  of  the  dynasty ; and  a length  of  79 
years  given  to  one  reign  alone  and  of  itself  (even  without 
any  knowledge  of  the  sources  of  its  figures)  hints  plainly 
enough  that  two  actual  reigns  are  suppressed  somewhere. 

The  Theban  priests  wishing  their  own  6th  and  7th  Mem- 
phites to  mark  the  first  39  years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, and  having  for  this  end  cut  off'  the  historical  continu- 
ance of  Dyn.  X from  b.c.  1 995  to  n.c.  1932,  being  64  years, 
adding  to  the  28  years  of  the  1st  Memphite  51  of  these, 
and  to  the  4th  and  5th  adding  13  other  years  (which  look 
like  but  are  not  the  complement  of  the  64),  they  gave,  irre- 
spectively of  these  64  years,  in  agreement  with  Manetho, 
a sum  of  97  years  to  the -first  five  Memphites.  But  then 
giving  to  their  6th  and  7th  names  only  (18  4-22  = ) 40  more 
years,  making  with  the  61  thrown  back  104,  they  had  in 
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Manetho’s  last  4 reigns  a sum  of  1 17,  being  13  years  more; 
as  if  either  13  years  of  the  first  64  still  remained  to  be  thrown 
back,  or  else  Manetho’s  9th  king  had  lived  on  after  being  dis- 
placed by  the  Shepherds,  and  the  dynasty,  ending  in  B.C.  1932, 
had  really  lasted  only  201  years  from  B.C.  2132.  These 
last  13  years  they  indicated  ambiguously  by  the  help  of  their 
next  following  generation,  which  belongs  in  itself  to  another 
dynasty.  For  if  we  regard  only  the  sources  of  the  79  years 
of  Eratosthenes’s  first  “ Memphite  ” king,  his  reign  is  clearly 
double,  and  only  double.  So  when  we  have  ended  the  7th  ge- 
neration, we  have  as  yet  only  8 actual  reigns  indicated,  and  still 
want  one  of  the  ix  of  Manetho,  the  full  number  of  the  dynasty. 
We  have  also  at  this  point  made  out  only  201  years,  wanting 
still  13  of  the  full  sum  of  214.  But  when  we  go  on  to  the  next 
name  of  Eratosthenes,  so  as  to  have  counted  IX  kings  with 
Manctho,  we  find  that  this  name  has  13  years,  just  the  num- 
ber wanted  to  complete  our  reckoning  of  the  years  as  well  as 
of  the  kings  of  Dynasty  X of  Manetho  (III  of  Africanus). 

Lastly,  as  regards  the  name  of  Eratosthenes’  seventh  and 
last  king  of  the  early  Memphites  taken  from  the  ix  of  Ma- 
netho’s Dyn.  X,  and  from  the  iv  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle : — Granting  that  the  seventh  name  of  the  Karnak 
Chamber,  Snefrou,  may  probably  be  identical  with  the 
hifovpts  of  Manetho,  and  that  the  full  titles  taken  by  Sne- 
frou at  W ady  Magara  agree  well  with  the  opinion  that  he 
was  owe,  whether  the  first  or  the  second,  of  the  four  sovereign 
“ Memphites  ” of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  still,  it  may 
be  asked,  what  resemblance  is  there  between  the  names  Si- 
phouris  or  Snefrou,  and  Chnoubus  Gueurus?  Certainly 
there  is  none  whatever.  And  yet  this  name  in  the  list  of  Era- 
tosthenes is  by  no  means  one  of  those  which  cause  most  dif- 
ficulty; and  its  examination  gives  some  insight  into  the 
sources  of  such  wide  apparent  discrepancies  in  writing,  and 
still  more  in  translating  and  explaining,  the  names  of  kings. 
For  even  in  very  early  times,  before  the  custom  of  taking 
two  cartouches  (one  of  which  may  be  called  the  personal  or 
family-name,  the  other  the  throne-name ) had  become  fixed 
and  uniform,  there  were  in  use  three  other  names,  which  have 
been  called  the  Standard,  the  Vulture  and  Urmus,  and  the 
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Gold  Homs  names.  Sometimes  all  five  names,  the  three  just 
mentioned  being  even  included  in  one  long  cartouche,  are 
exhibited  on  the  monuments  in  order.  Now  nub  or  chnoub 
is  the  Egyptian  word  for  gold,  and  the  hieroglyphical  em- 
blem, both  for  this  word  and  for  gold  itself,  is  the  basis  of  one 
of  those  three  forms  of  regal  names  and  titles  which  have  just 
been  mentioned.  So  if  the  king  whose  ordinary  cartouche 
reads  Snefrou  or  Snefouris  were  specially  connected  with  the 
Gold  or  Gold  Hawk  title,  and  if  he  were  the  second  king  who 
used  it,  his  father  having  introduced  it,  this  would  satisfac- 
torily account  for  the  name  Gnoubus  Gneuv-r-us,  Xpvarjs 
Xpvaov  vlos,  given  him  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes.  The 
circumstance  too  of  such  an  assumption  and  introduction  of 
a new  royal  title  and  emblem  by  the  father  and  his  son, 
would  agree  well  with  those  other  signs  which  indicate  these 
same  kings  to  have  been  the  first  two  of  the  sovereign 
Dynasty  XVII  of  the  Chronicle.  In  point  of  fact,  Snefrou 
does  appear  on  the  monuments  with  the  Gold  Hawk  title ; 
and  either  his  name,  or  a variant  of  Tseser-ir-en-ra  (which 
belongs  more  probably  to  a later  king),  is  the  earliest  as  yet 
known  to  be  joined  with  it  Bunsen  even  mentions,  as  a 
variant  of  the  name  Snefrou,  a cartouche  found  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Memphis  reading  Chnoub-ra,  which  would  be 
identical  with  the  Greek  name  Xpuaps.  And  as  another 
indication  that  the  Gold  title  was  the  special  distinction  of 
Snefrou  and  his  father,  and  that  they  first  introduced  it,  it 
may  be  noticed  that  while  it  is  not  found  connected  with  any 
earlier  name,  as  Assa  or  Aan,  the  names  following  that  of 
Snefrou  in  the  Karnak  Chamber,  both  those  of  Dyn.  XIII 
(VI  of  Africanus),  Papa,  Meran-re,  and  Nephercliere,  and 
those  of  the  later  Memphites  of  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus), 
seem  all  to  take  it  on  the  monuments. 

So  for  the  214  years  of  Dynasty  X of  Manetho  (III  of 
Africanus),  Eratosthenes  has  Jirst  51  out  of  its  last  64  years. 
These  lie  really  between  B.c.  1995  and  1945  (the  remaining 
13  to  the  end  of  the  dynasty  in  B.C.  1932  being  indicated 
only  at  the  last,  after  201  have  been  actually  reckoned  to  it). 
The  51  years  just  mentioned,  together  with  the  28  of  Ma- 
netho’s  first  Memphite  reign,  making  together  the  sum  of 
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Manetho’s  last  two  Tanite  reigns  (which  we  suppose  to  have 
had  78  years  and  some  months),  this  sum  of  79  years  with 
one  name,  is  followed  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  by  two 
reigns  with  6 years  and  30  years,  parallel  to  Manetho’s  2nd 
and  3rd  reigns  with  29  and  7 years,  only  in  inverse  order, 
and  with  the  odd  months  rounded  off  differently.  Then 
there  commences  a difference,  the  two  following  reigns  of 
Manetho,  the  4th  and  5th,  having  only  17  and  16  years, 
(together  33)  and  the  6th  19,  while  the  4th  and  5th  names 
of  Eratosthenes  have  20  and  26  (together  46),  and  the  6th 
18,  which  last  generation  of  Eratosthenes,  like  his  2nd  and 
3rd,  differs  from  the  corresponding  reign  of  Manetho  only  in 
the  manner  of  rounding  off  the  odd  months.  But  in  the  4th 
and  5th  names  of  Eratosthenes  there  is  an  excess  of  13  years 
added  to  them  at  the  expense  of  the  7 th  reign  of  Manetho, 
the  purpose  of  the  transposition  being  this,  to  exhibit  in 
the  6th  and  7th  places  two  reigns  answering  to  the  first  two 
of  the  four  sovereign  generations  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, which  had,  as  it  seems,  together  39  years,  and  which 
left  after  them  64  years  of  the  same  Dyn.  XVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  and  also  64  parallel  years  of  Dyn.  X of  Manetho 
(III  of  Africanus)  still  to  run.  Xow  in  the  lists  of  Manetho 
the  sum  given  to  the  6th  reign,  viz.  19  or  18,  according  as 
its  odd  months  were  cut  off  or  filled  up,  suited  well  enough ; 
and  the  units  of  the  next,  the  7th  reign,  opposed  no  diffi- 
culty ; but  its  four  deends,  if  added,  would  have  made  for 
the  two  reigns  60  years,  instead  of  the  40  or  39  which  were 
wanted.  And  if  21  years  had  been  simply  detached,  and 
added  to  the  last  two  reigns  of  the  dynasty,  still  these  having 
already  (30  + 26  = ) 56  years  of  their  own,  and  there  being 
a previous  excess  of  1 year  on  the  6th  reign,  there  would 
have  been  a continuance  after  the  end  of  the  7th  reign  of  77 
years  instead  of  64 : that  is,  there  would  have  been  in  all  1 3 
years  too  many.  These  then  are  the  13  years  added  above, 
9 of  them  to  Manctho’s  4th,  and  4 to  bis  5th  reign,  which 
seemed  to  interrupt  the  historical  parallelism  discoverable 
bet  ween  the  first  three  reigns  of  both  lists.  But  the  difference 
being  now  accounted  for,  the  18  and  22  years  of  Erato- 
sthenes’s 6th  and  7th  names  are  identifiable  with  the  19  and 
(42 — 21  = ) 21  of  Manetho’s  6th  and  7th  reigns;  and  we  can 
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see  that  the  8 years  wanting  to  Manetho’s  last  two  reigns,  to 
complete  the  sum  of  64,  would  be  transferred  to  them  in  the 
reckoning  of  Eratosthenes  from  the  preceding  reign,  so  that 
the  8th  reign  would  have  38  instead  of  30  years.  Then,  of 
the  64  years  so  obtained  for  the  last  two  reigns,  which  are  not 
expressly  named  as  generations  by  Eratosthenes,  nor  in  the 
Karaak  Chamber,  5 1 having  been  prefixed  unchronologically 
at  top,  as  part  of  the  79  years  of  Momcheiri  or  Scsochris 
(and  13  other  unchronological  years  of  Manetho  having  been 
restored  to  the  4th  and  5th  reigns),  the  final  13  years  of  the 
dynasty  are  also  indicated  by  a double  use  of  the  sum  of 
Generation  xm  of  Eratosthenes,  which  in  itself  is  really  the 
first  of  seven  taken  from  a different  Memphite  dynasty,  viz. 
Dyn.  XI  of  Manetho  (IV  of  Africanus).  In  figures  alone 
the  parallelism  between  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  and  Manetho 
stands  thus : — 

Man 28)  : 22+  7 : 17 : 16  : 19  . (21+9+4+8)  : 30  : (13+13.) 

Erai.  ( (38+13]+28)  : 6+  30  : (17  +9)  : (4+16):  18  : 22  tr  : tr.  : [13] 


[ Aarhnu,  3# 
yr«.  Jan.  5, 

» r.  IDl'S,  to 
Dp<\  S6,  b.c. 
1U58. 

Kerpk-rf,  13 
yr*.  to  I)pt. 
23.  it  c.  11M\ 
and  13  more 
to  Dm*.  10, 

8 C.  1032  J 


What  historical  justification  there  may  have  been  for  the 
reduction  of  Manetho’s  6th  and  7 th  reigns  from  19  and  42  to 
18  and  22,  and  for  the  distribution  of  the  21  years  cut  off 
among  several  other  reigns,  above  and  below,  we  have  not  the 
means  of  determining.  It  is  enough  that  we  can  see  the 
nature  of  the  changes  made,  and  the  motives  prompting  them. 

Dynasty  XI  of  Manetho  (IV  of  Africanus')  vm  Mem- 
phites of  another  family  with  177  years;  for  whom  Erato- 
sthenes has  VI I generations  with  178  years. 

The  beginning  of  this  dynasty  being  fixed  to  the  date  of  "flu 
the  capture  of  Memphis  by  the  Shepherds  and  the  com- 
mencement  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle  in  B.c.  1932,  its 1931,0 ,7M. 
178  years  must  lie  chronologically  between  b.c.  1932  and 
B.c.  1754,  and  must  leave  unparalleled  a space  of  6 years  at 
the  end  (not  the  beginning)  of  the  184  years  of  Dyn.  XXVII 
of  the  Chronicle.  In  the  list  of  Eratosthenes,  however,  as 
exhibited  in  Scheme  F,  at  p.  299,  vn  names  taken  from  the 
Memphite  contemporaries  of  the  Shepherds  follow,  according 
to  the  order  of  Manetho’s  dynasties,  immediately  after  the  vn 
names  taken  from  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus),  and  seem  to  lie 
between  b.c.  1989  and  B.C.  1812,  e and  f,  being  themselves 
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followed  by  64  years,  f,  g,  taken  from  Dyn.  XIII  (YI  of 
Africanus),  which  64  years  seem  to  end  at  B.C.  1748,  the 
head  of  Dyn.  XVIII.  But  the  last  64  years  of  Dyn.  X (III 
of  Africanus)  and  its  last  two  names  being  omitted  by  Erato- 
sthenes, if  these  64  years,  which  must  intervene  before  Dyn. 
XI  (IV  of  Africanus)  can  commence,  are  inserted,  or  (which 
comes  to  the  same  thing),  if  the  64  of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of 
Africanus)  lying  between  the  points  f,  g,  and  the  178  years 
of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus)  lying  between  e,f,  be  trans- 
posed, the  consequence  is  that  the  178  years  of  Dyn.  XI 
(IV  of  Africanus)  will  appear  to  end  at  B.C.  1748,  where  the 
64  seemed  to  end  before,  and  the  last  64  of  Dyn.  X (III 
of  Africanus),  concurrent  seemingly  though  not  really  with 
the  first  64  taken  from  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus),  will 
appear  to  project  6 years  into  the  space  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of 
the  Chronicle.  But  this  exhibition  of  the  6 years  lacking  to 
Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus)  of  the  full  space  of  184  years, 
as  if  they  were  at  the  beginning  instead  of  at  the  end  of  the 
Shepherd  dominion,  and  were  covered  by  a continuance  of 
the  earlier  Memphites,  being  certainly  unchronological,  the 
150  (or  137)  chronological  years  given  by  Eratosthenes  to 
the  first  vil  Memphites  of  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus)  must 
be  put  back  in  scheme  F by  6 places,  so  as  to  begin  in  B.C. 
2145  (or  2132)  and  to  parallel  the  first  39  years  only  of  Dyn. 
XVII  of  the  Chronicle  from  B.C.  2034  to  B.C.  1995  (instead 
of  paralleling,  as  they  now  seem  to  do,  45  of  its  years),  and 
so  as  to  leave  a void  space  of  64  years  instead  of  only  58  to 
the  head  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle  at  B.c.  1932; 
so  that  the  178  years  of  the  Memphites  of  Dyn.  XI  (IV 
of  Africanus)  may  begin  from  B.c.  1932,  and  end  in  B.C. 
1754,  leaving  a void  of  6 years  to  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII 
in  B.C.  1748.  Their  chronological  position  being  thus  fixed, 
we  may  proceed  to  consider  the  generations  themselves. 

Out  of  the  viii  names  of  Manetho  no  less  than  six,  viz. 
the  two  Suphises,  Mencheres,  Ratoises,  Bicheres  and  Tham- 
phthis,  being  the  2nd,  3rd,  4th,  5th,  6th  and  8th,  are  certainly 
or  probably  identifiable  in  the  lists  of  Eratosthenes,  whose  7th 
and  only  remaining  name  is  a reduplication  of  Mencheres. 
Three  of  Manetho’s  names,  viz.  the  first  king,  Soris,  and  the 
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seventh,  Sebercheres,  do  not  appear.  But  to  identify  the  sums 
of  the  reigns,  or  to  trace  in  those  of  Manetho  the  sources  of  those 
of  Eratosthenes,  is  a more  difficult  matter.  Still,  in  a general 
way,  one  can  see  what  was  the  main  cause  of  the  variations  in 
the  two  lists.  For  the  priests  who  arranged  the  list  of  Erato- 
sthenes had  already  at  the  end  of  their  representation  of  Dyn. 
X (III  of  Africanus)  made  out  (v  + vn  = ) xii  generations 
and  (190  + 201  = ) 391  years;  and  it  was  necessary  for  them 
now  to  make  their  next  three  generations  exhibit  exactly  the 
sum  of  52  years,  so  completing  the  443  years  “of  the  Cycle” 
with  the  fifteenth  generation.  And  when  this  was  done,  they 
had  again  to  find  four  generations  which  one  with  another 
should  have  31|  years  each,  or  together  126  years,  so  as  with 
the  first  64  years  of  Apappus  of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus) 
to  exhibit  for  a second  time  the  190  years  of  the  Chronicle 
in  Jive  generations,  after  the  443  years  “of  the  Cycle,”  in  like 
manner  as  the  same  190  years  had  once  already  been  exhi- 
bited iu  five  generations  at  the  beginning.  But  the  viii 
reigns  of  Manetho  having  originally  the  sums 

29  + 53  ? + 66  + 63  + 25  + 22  + 10  ? + 9, 

or,  as  reduced  to  the  average  length  of  24^  years,  perhaps 

29  + 43  +36  + 23  + 15+12+  10+9, 

were  far  from  offering  any  facility  for  exhibiting  either  of 
the  two  sums  required,  whether  at  the  top  or  the  bottom  of 
the  dynasty.  For  supposing  that  the  8th  reign  were  conso- 
lidated, so  as  to  leave  to  the  dynasty  the  same  sum  of  177,  or 
as  Eratosthenes  made  it  of  178  years,  as  before,  the  first  three 
reigns  would  make  unreduced  148,  and  after  reduction 
perhaps  108,  instead  of  only  52  years;  and  the  remaining 
four  reigns  would  make  as  reduced  only  69  instead  of  126 
years.  It  is  true  that,  if  taken  as  they  stood  originally  and 
unreduced,  they  would  make  129  years,  which  would  have 
needed  but  a slight  alteration  to  suit  the  purpose  desired ; but 
thus  the  first  three  kings  (two  of  them  being  the  two  Souphises, 
whose  long  reigns  were  famous  among  the  Greeks  through 
the  association  of  their  names  with  the  two  greatest  pyra- 
mids, and  through  the  writings  of  Herodotus)  would  have  had 
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to  be  compressed  within  the  space  of  52  years,  affording 
for  the  first  three  kings  only  17  years  apiece,  which  was 
clearly  out  of  the  question. 

To  attain  the  end  desired  they  devised,  as  it  seems,  the 
following  process  : First,  to  get  rid  at  the  end  of  those  four 
reigns  which  were  too  short,  and  to  obtain  three  as  short  as 
they  wanted  at  the  beginning,  they  transposed  the  fifth  and 
sixth  kings  Rutceses  and  Bicheres,  written  Rauosis  and  Biyret 
in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes,  so  as  to  make  them  the  first  and 
the  second ; and  instead  of  the  reigns  of  25  and  22  years 
which  they  have  in  Manetho’s  lists,  the  second  only  of  the 
two  reigns,  viz.  the  22  years  of  Bicheres,  with  its  odd  months 
filled  up  so  as  to  become  23,  was  divided  between  the  two 
kings.  So  tbe  dynasty  commenced  with  the  name  of  Rauosis 
with  13  years,  constituting  Generation  xm ; and  Bvjrts 
followed  with  10  years,  constituting  Generation  xiv ; after 
which  Manetho’s  Jirst  reign  of  29  years,  now  become  the 
third  of  the  dynasty,  was  given  to  Saophis  I.  the  builder  of 
the  great  pyramid,  the  name  of  Sons,  from  which  the  29 
years  were  taken,  and  the  reign,  viz.  63  years,  of  Souphis  I., 
to  whom  the  29  years  of  Soris  were  now  given,  being  both 
suppressed.  Thus  the  first  three  reigns  having  13  + 10  + 29 
years,  made  up  the  requisite  sum  of  52,  and  the  443  years 
“of  the  Cycle”  were  completed,  with  the  average  of  29^ 
years,  by  the  fifteenth  generation.  The  king  suppressed, 
Soris,  was  still  indicated  in  a covert  way  for  the  Egyptians 
themselves  by  the  reign  originally  belonging  to  him.  Then, 
towards  the  exhibition  of  the  (190  — 64  = ) 126  years  needed 
in  the  four  next  following  generations,  the  66  years  of 
Saophis  II.,  having  their  odd  months  filled  up  and  four  of 
their  six  decads  suppressed,  furnished  one  reign  of  27  years, 
and  to  its  true  possessor ; and  the  two  reigns  of  Soaphis 
I.  and  Saophis  II.,  viz.  29  and  27  years,  if  put  together,  made 
up  a reign  of  56  years,  explanatory  of  the  sums  of  years 
connected  by  Herodotus  with  the  names  of  these  kings. 
The  63  years  of  Manetho’s  fourth  reign,  increased  like  the 
preceding  reign  by  a unit  by  filling  up  the  odd  months,  was 
preserved  and  divided  between  two  kings  of  the  same  name, 
Mencheres  I.  and  Menchcres  II.,  corrupted  into  Moscherrs 
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and  Mosthes,  the  latter  serving  as  a substitute  at  any  rate  for 
Manetho’s  seventh  king,  Sebcrcheres,  who  was  suppressed. 

Having  thus  three  generations  of  the  requisite  length,  it 
remained  only  to  add  to  Manetho’s  last  name,  Thamphthis, 
the  25  years  abstracted  from  Ratoises  and  since  left  unap- 
propriated (they  being  shortened  first  by  one  decad),  and 
also  the  1 1 (made  out  of  10  years  and  some  odd  months)  of 
Manetho’s  seventh  king,  Sebcrcheres,  similarly  vacated 
by  the  suppression  of  his  name.  But  (15+11=)  26  being 
added  to  the  9 years  belonging  to  the  eighth  and  last  king 
Thamphthis  in  Manetho’s  lists,  give  him  a reign  of  35  years ; 
and  with  this  he  appears  as  Pammes,  making  Generation  xix 
in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes.  And  so  Generations  xvr,  xvii, 
xviii,  and  xix  have  together  126  years;  and  with  64  more 
of  the  following  generation  xx  of  Phiops  of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI 
of  Africanus),  they  complete  the  second  exhibition  of  the 
190  years  in  five  generations.  We  now  continue  with  the 
names. 

“ ty‘ . €h)/3a(cov  Air/wrian>  trJ  s8aa(\ev<rs  Pa  ucocns,  5 hanv  [Sur,  »jr«. 

20  B.c. 

'ApyLxpdrwp,  hr)  ly."  “ Rauosis,  which  means  Chief  Ruler,  Jjiito’oj-r. 
13  years.”  The  gloss  'ApxtKparcop  of  itself  justifies  Bunsen’s  oo  w.  to 
conjecture  that  this  name  was  written  Easosis,  and  that  it  is 
the  Ea-tseser  of  the  monuments,  the  word  tseser  and  its  sign 
being  repeatedly  rendered  into  Greek  by  the  word  Kpdro?. 

The  same  conjecture  is  also  confirmed  by  the  form  in  which 
the  name  appears  in  Manetho’s  lists  with  t instead  of  n as 
Ea-tces-es.  That  he  was  really  the  fifth  not  the  first  king, 
but  has  been  transposed  so  as  to  stand  first,  and  why  this  was 
done,  and  whence  his  13  years  are  derived,  has  all  been 
explained  already ; so  that  the  pyramid  built  by  him  must 
not  be  taken  to  be  older  than  the  three  great  pyramids  of 
the  Suphises  and  Mencheres,  as  if  its  founder  had  reigned 
from  B.C.  1932  to  B.C.  1919;  but  rather  we  must  suppose  that 
Ra-tseser  was  buried  in  his  pyramid  about  the  year  B.c. 

(1748  + 31=)  1779.  The  22  years  and  some  months  filled 
up  to  23  years  and  given  by  Eratosthenes  to  this  king  and 
his  successor  Biyres,  (to  whom  the  whole  22  originally 
belonged  when  be  stood  as  sixth  in  the  lists  of  Manetho,) 
besides  answering  their  special  purpose  in  the  adjustment 
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of  the  scheme  of  the  first  fifteen  generations  of  Eratosthenes, 
are  made  also  in  a secondary  way  to  ind  cate  13  years, 
otherwise  omitted  from  the  preceding  dynasty. 

“ iB'.  Alr/xnrritov  iB'  efiaalXsvoe  Jiivpis  try  i'.” 

“ Biyris,  or  Biyres,  10  years.”  This  name  varies  from  Bi- 
cheris,  the  sixth  name  in  Manetho’s  list,  much  as  the  pre- 
ceding name,  Rauosis,  varied  from  Ratoeses,  viz.  by  the  sub- 
stitution in  the  middle  of  it  of  an  open  vowel  or  diphthong 
for  a consonant  His  reign,  originally  the  sixth,  and  con- 
sisting in  Manetho’s  lists  as  unreduced  of  22  years  and 
some  months,  is  the  source,  as  has  been  explained  above, 
both  of  the  single  decad  given  to  him  as  the  second  gene- 
ration of  the  dynasty  by  Eratosthenes,  and  also  of  the  13 
years  given  to  his  predecessor  Rauosis,  as  the  first 

Besides  completing  the  xv  generations  and  443  years  “ of 
the  Cycle”  with  an  average  of  294  years  to  each  generation, 
this  fifteenth  generation  of  Eratosthenes  completes  an  indi- 
cation of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  IX  (II  of  Africanus)  of  ix  Tanite 
kings,  with  an  allowance  of  224  instead  of  302  years.  For 
the  last  king  but  one,  the  8th,  of  that  dynasty',  viz.  Sesochris 
the  giant,  having  been  substituted  for  or  blended  with  the 
first  king  of  the  earliest  Memphites,  with  both  the  8th  and 
9th  reigns  of  Dyn.  IX  unreduced  attached  to  him,  the  re- 
mainder of  the  sum  of  the  Tanite  dynasty  (302  — 78)  is  a sum 
of  224  years.  But  if  we  suppose  it  so  to  be  hinted,  that  after 
cutting  off  in  a manner  78  years,  the  remainder  of  224  was 
to  be  allowed,  not  for  the  preceding  vn,  but  for  all  the  ix 
kings  together,  and  count  nine  names,  as  if  of  Tanites, 
blended  with  and  hinted  under  as  many  Memphites,  from 
the  compound  reign  and  name  of  the  giant  to  his  eighth  suc- 
cessor inclusively,  that  is,  to  this  fifteenth  generation  of 
Eratosthenes,  at  which  we  now  are,  we  find  that  the  nine 
generations  (79+6  + 30  + 26  + 20+18  + 22  + 13  + 10)  make 
together  exactly  that  sum  of  224  years  which  would  remain 
to  Manetho’s  dynasty  of  the  later  Tanites,  after  reducing  it 
by  78  years,  that  being  also  almost  exactly  the  reduction 
required  by  the  ordinary  average  for  a line  of  ix  kings.  A* 
for  the  historical  chronology,  since  the  last  two  Tanite  reigns 
have  been  employed  to  indicate  5 1 years  of  the  last  64  of 
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the  earliest  Memphites,  and  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle, 
leaving  13  years  still  to  run,  while  a continuance  of  10  years 
more  seems  to  be  indicated  afterwards  for  the  Tanites  them- 
selves, we  may  guess  (though  with  little  certainty,  having 
only  such  imperfect  and  indirect  hints  to  go  upon),  that  the 
224  years  of  the  ix  later  Tanites  ended  either  in  b.c.  1935, 
three  years  before,  or  else  in  b.c.  1919,  twenty-three  years 
after  the  capture  of  Memphis  by  the  Shepherds,  and  the  com- 
mencement of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle.  And  if  so, 
the  224  years  must  have  begun  cither  in  B.  c.  ( 1 935  + 224  = ) 

2158,  or  in  b.c.  (1919  + 224  = ) 2142,  only  66  or  83  years 
after  Menes.  In  either  case  it  seems  clear  that  the  designa- 
tion “ Tanite,”  as  given  by  Manetho  to  these  kings  (for  wo 
assume  throughout  that  the  designation  Thinite  is  no  earlier 
than  the  time  of  Eratosthenes),  is  to  be  understood  not  in 
the  strictest  sense,  as  if  they  lived  and  reigned  in  the  city 
itself  of  Tanis.  But  they  must  have  been  by  origin  from 
Tanis,  and  of  the  same  lineage  witli  Menes  and  his  seven  suc- 
cessors, Le.  with  the  Tanites  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle ; and  they  must  have  reigned  in  some  city  of  the  Tanite 
region  of  the  Delta,  perhaps  separated  only  by  the  water. 

For  the  city  and  nome  of  Tanis  seems  to  have  been  double; 
and  two  cities  and  districts,  divided  only  by  the  water,  had 
from  early  times  the  white  and  the  red  crowns  as  their  sepa- 
rate emblems.  But  it  is  time  to  return  to  the  later  Mem- 
phites, who  are  not  like  these  Tanites  merely  alluded  to, 
but  are  expressly  named  by  Eratosthenes. 

“ tf'.  H-qf-iaioiv  Aiyvrrrtaiv  is  efBacrtXsvat  'S.awcpi?,  Ko/juitnrjs,  Ktouphou.w. 

14  O c 

Kara  Be  eviovs  ^ipri/j,ari<rrr]s,  errj  kO “ Saophis,  that  is,  the  wj. 
Long-haired,  or,  according  to  some,  the  Extortioner,  29  years.” 

He  is  plainly  Saophis  I.,  the  builder  of  the  great  pyramid,  and  ,903- 
the  second  king  of  the  dynasty,  though  the  reign  of  29  years 
here  given  to  him  belongs  properly  to  Soris  the  first  king, 
who  is  supplanted  by  the  two  names  brought  up  from  below. 

But  after  reckoning  the  23  years  which  the  two  have 
brought  with  them,  and  understanding  them  to  cover  the 
name  of  Soris  omitted,  the  only  chronological  disturbance  as 
yet  occasioned  is  this,  that  the  accession  of  Saophis  I.  is  put 
up  6 years  higher  than  it  ought  to  stand,  so  as  to  be  at  B.c. 
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(1932  - 23  =)  1909,  instead  of  B.C.  (1932  - 29  = ) 1903. 
As  regards  the  true  length  of  his  reign,  we  have  not  the 
means  of  determining  it;  yet  the  exaggeration  in  Manetho’s 
list  even  of  the  long  reigns  of  50  and  53  years  named  by 
Herodotus,  and  the  magnitude  of  the  works  executed  by 
these  kings,  joined  with  the  knowledge  that  the  symmetry 
of  their  scheme  for  the  exhibition  of  the  first  xx  generations 
would  force  the  Theban  priests  to  take  liberties  both  with 
the  names  and  with  the  reigns  of  this  dynasty,  incline  one 
to  suppose  that  the  reigns  of  the  two  Suphises,  at  least,  were 
longer  than  they  seem  to  be  by  the  list  of  Eratosthenes. 
At  the  same  time  it  is  to  be  borne  in  mind,  that  if  there 
was  in  this  Memphite  family  the  same  frequency  of  associa- 
tions in  the  throne  and  joint  reigns  as  we  know  there  was 
about  the  same  time  in  Upper  Egypt,  in  the  family  of  the 
kings  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Afrieanus),  many 
reigns  might  with  equal  truth  be  said  to  have  had  two  or 
more  very  different  sums  of  years. 

As  regards  the  double  gloss  on  the  monumental  name 
Shouphoo,  or  Khoufou  (identifiable  with  Xioif-  of  Herodotus, 
and  Chemmis,  or  Chembis,  of  Diodorus),  K ofxdtmjs,  i.e.  “ Co- 
ntains,”  is  intelligible,  and  has  occurred  above  in  connection 
with  ’Aina vipi/s,  or  Zaanpts  (Aan-Khoufou),  of  Dyn.  X (III 
of  Afrieanus).  How  the  other  gloss,  Xp^aTtorijy,  may  also 
be  connected  with  the  sound  or  sense  of  the  Egyptian  name 
is  not  so  clear ; but  one  can  see  in  it  an  allusion  to  that 
same  unpopularity  which  is  mentioned  by  Herodotus  as  at- 
taching to  the  names  and  works  of  these  kings. 

KW-ra, m.  “ if'-  Sj]j3a/eov  if'  ificuriKevcre  -.aoxpis  /S',  err)  xf'.”  “ Sao- 
i88o.  to  NoV.  phis  II.  reigned  27  years.”  The  27  years  are  made  out  of 
or  "7) Vrom  * the  66  years,  with  some  odd  months,  which  the  same  king 
!*»•  ’ had,  we  may  suppose,  in  Manetho’s  lists.  So  the  four  gene- 
rations of  Eratosthenes,  down  to  this  point,  are  in  fact  equi- 
valent to  the  three  first  reigns  of  Manetho  for  the  same 
dynasty,  with  four  decads  cut  off  from  both  the  second  and 
the  third  reigns,  besides  that  the  first  and  the  second  reigns 
are  transposed.  Instead  of  the  29  + 63  (=  40  + 23)  + 66 
( =40  + 26  and  some  months),  or  67  of  Manetho,  Eratosthenes 
has  23  (subdivided  unchronologically  into  two  reigns,  and 
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equal  to  63— 40) + 29 + 27  (-=67—40).  And  the  reigns  of 
the  two  Souphises,  according  to  the  list  of  Eratosthenes,  viz. 
29  and  27  years,  if  put  together,  make  56,  the  sum  given  by 
Herodotus  to  the  second  ; for  ho  writes  that  the  one  of  the 
two  reigned  50  and  the  other  56  years,  and  that  the  two, 
being  brothers,  reigned  in  all  106  years.  So  the  units  of  the 
joint  sum  of  Herodotus  are  exhibited  by  Eratosthenes,  and 
only  so  many  dccads  as  are  historically  improbable  for  two 
brothers,  or  cousins,  are  cut  off  and  disallowed.  Manetho,  it 
is  to  be  remarked,  makes  the  joint  sum  of  the  two  reigns 
(63  + 66)  to  be  129  years,  which  is  higher  by  23  even  than 
the  joint  sum  of  Herodotus.  Herodotus  was  told  that  the  con- 
struction of  the  causeway  and  other  preparations  for  building 
the  great  pyramid  of  Cheops,  or  Khouphou,  occupied  that  king 
for  10  years,  and  the  building  itself  for  20  more,  so  that  his 
“ extortion  and  tyranny  ” would  seem  to  have  distinguished 
the  last  30  years  of  his  reign,  or  perhaps  somewhat  less, 
since  we  have  learned  from  the  pyramid  itself  that  Souphis  I. 
did  not  live  to  see  it  quite  completed.  Pliny  has  preserved 
a statement  that  “ the  three  pyramids,”  those,  that  is,  of  Shoo- 
phou,  or  Souphis  I.,  Kbaphra,  (the  Souphis  II.  of  Manetho 
and  Eratosthenes,  the  K4<ppi)v  of  Herodotus,  and  the  Chabryes 
of  Diodorus,)  and  Mycerinus,  Mencheres,  “ were  built  in  a 
space  of  78  years  and  4 months,”  a time  which  agrees  well 
enough  with  the  relation  of  Herodotus,  if  only  we  suppose  it  to 
be  exclusive  of  the  10  years  of  preparation  named  as  preceding. 
Let  us  suppose,  then,  that  Souphis  I.  really  reigned  in  all 
the  50  years  given  to  him  by  Herodotus,  and  that  these 
commencing  in  b.c.  (1932  — 29  = ) 1903,  after  the  29  of  Soris 
(whose  name  has  been  found  on  the  monuments,  and  is 
legible  on  a fragment  of  the  Turin  papyrus,  but  is  connected 
with  no  great  or  known  pyramid),  ended  in  B.c.  (1903  — 
50=)  1853.  Then,  though  he  really  died  before  his  pyramid 
was  completed,  we  may  perhaps  assume  that  the  20  years  of 
its  construction  were  meant  by  the  informants  of  Herodotus 
to  be  reckoned  to  his  death.  If  so,  it  should  have  been 
commenced  in  the  year  B.c.  (1853  + 20  = ) 1873,  that  is, 
after  the  end  of  the  fifth  year  of  the  seven  years  of  plenty ; 
and  its  uuusual  proportions  may  have  been  suggested  after- 
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wards  by  the  superabundance  of  labour  which  first  came  to 
be  at  the  disposal  of  the  kings  in  Egypt,  whether  suzerains 
or  tributaries,  four  years  later,  after  the  second  year  of  the 
famine.  Let  us  suppose,  again,  the  successor  of  Shoufou, 
Shafra,  or  Khaphra,  the  K gtpprjv  of  Herodotus,  to  have  really 
reigned  in  all  56  years,  as  Herodotus  says  he  did,  but  that 
for  20  of  these  he  was  merely  associated  with  Shouphou, 
we  shall  then  have  at  his  death  in  B. C.  (1853—36  = ) 1817, 
fifty  six  years  (20  + 36  = 56),  during  which  the  construction 
of  the  two  great  pyramids  had  been  going  on ; and  we  shall 
have  to  fix  the  following  reign  of  Mencheres  at  22  years  and 
4 months,  if  the  78  years  and  4 months  of  Pliny  were  meant 
to  end  at  his  death,  though  it  is  true  that  the  third  pyramid 
was  left  by  Mencheres  unfinished.  Hence  it  would  seem 
that,  besides  reducing  Manetho’s  sums  of  63  and  66  years 
for  the  two  Souphises,  by  13  and  10,  to  the  50  and  56  of 
Herodotus,  we  must  cut  off,  as  years  merely  concurrent,  from 
Souphis  II.  20  more  of  the  56  years  left  to  him,  and  no  less 
than  40  from  the  63  years  of  Mencheres,  so  that  instead  of 
29  + 63  + 66  + 63,  or  29  + 50  + 56  + 63,  the  first  four  reigns 
will  have  29  + 50+36  + 23=138  years;  and  the  last  of  the 
four,  that  of  Mencheres,  will  end  in  b.c.  (1817  — 23  = ) 1794, 
leaving  (1794— 1748  = ) 46  years  only  to  be  divided  among 
the  laBt  four  kings  of  the  dynasty,  of  whom  one  only,  and 
he  too  as  the  builder  of  another  pyramid,  Ratoeses,  or  Rau- 
osis  ( Ra-tseser ),  is  known  to  us  from  the  monuments.  And 
there  will  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  manner  of  apportioning  the 
reigns  of  these  four  kings,  since  the  units  of  Manetho  for 
the  four  last  reigns  suit  exactly,  while  their  whole  sum 
shows  an  excess  of  two  decade,  and  there  are  only  two  out  of 
the  four  reigns  from  which  a decad  can  be  retrenched.  In- 
stead, therefore,  of  25  + 22  + 10  + 9 years  (the  10  for  the 
seventh  reign,  the  last  but  one,  being  recovered  from  Syn- 
cellus’s  sum  of  the  dynasty),  we  must  reckon  15+12  + 10+-P, 
which  make  together  46  years,  and  carry  us  down  from  b.  c. 
1794,  to  b.c.  1779,  b.c.  1767,  B.c.  1757,  and  finally  to  b.c. 
1748.  But  with  this  last  date  for  the  end  of  the  dynasty  it 
will  have  in  all  the  full  space  of  184  years,  which  are  6 too 
many  to  suit  the  sum  of  Eratosthenes,  who  gives  it  178,  and 
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7 too  many  to  suit  the  sum  of  Manetho,  who,  as  reduced 
but  without  change  of  his  units,  gives  it  only  177  years. 

We  must  suppose,  then,  to  suit  the  sum  of  178  years,  that 
Soris,  the  first  king,  reigned  alone  only  those  23  years  which 
are  virtually  given  to  him  by  Eratosthenes,  and  some  months 
over  technically  reckoned  to  his  successor ; and  that  Souphis 
I.  followed  with  50  or  with  44  current  years,  according  as  23 
or  29  are  reckoned  to  Soris.  But  to  suit  the  sum  of  Manetho 
we  must  suppose  that  the  actual  reign  of  Soris,  which  he 
reigned  alone,  had  not  commenced  from  Thoth  1,  in  b.c. 

1 932,  but  was  antedated  when  reckoned  by  Eratosthenes  at 
23  years,  whereas,  for  Manetho,  who  gave  the  actual  reigns 
only  with  their  odd  months,  the  time  that  Soris  reigned  alone 
was  only  22  years,  and  his  successor  Suphis  I.  would  have 
either  50  or  only  43  years  according  as  29  or  only  22  were 
reckoned  to  Soris.  So  we  recover  and  complete  that  exhibi- 
tion of  Manetho’s  units  which  we  had  sacrificed  for  a moment 
as  to  one  point  by  admitting  the  50  years  of  Herodotus  for 
the  second  reign. 

“if'.  &t)f3auov  ig  e/3aai\ev<re  M oayspys,  'HAtoSoTOf,  err) 

\a'.”  “ Moscheres,  which  means  Given  by  Ra  the  Sun-god,  No',! 

reigned  3 1 years.”  Mencheres  or  Moncheres  (for  the  a is  l800’ ; 
only  a corruption),  the  Mycerinus  of  Herodotus,  is  certainly 
the  king  who  built  the  third  pyramid,  which  though  smaller 
surpassed  the  pyramids  of  Shouphou  and  Shafra  in  its 
workmanship,  and  was  partly  faced  with  Ethiopian  granite, 
as  is  still  to  be  seen.  This  granite  would  be  of  itself  an  in- 
dication (if  any  such  additional  indications  were  needed)  that 
the  Memphite  kings  who  built  the  great  pyramids  lived  after 
the  conquest  of  Nubia  by  Sesortaeen  I.,  rather  than  before  it: 
and  certainly,  if  they  had  been  earlier,  it  would  have  been 
unaccountable  that  the  Memphite  priests  should  have  told 
Herodotus  that,  down  to  the  time  of  Sesostria  the  first  con- 
queror of  Nubia  and  his  immediate  predecessor  Maire,  none  of 
their  kings  had  waged  any  great  war,  or  left  any  monuments 
that  were  remarkable.  The  force  of  this  latter  confession  is 
unfelt  because  the  name  “ Sesostris  ” was  made  to  cover  at 
once  and  confound  together  Sesortasen  I.  and  Jtaineses  II. 
and  III. : and  Herodotus  being  told,  and  truly,  that  the 
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pyramid-builders  followed  at  no  long  interval  after  Sesostris 
the  first  conqueror  of  Nubia,  he  put  them  down  after 
Ramcses  II.  and  III.,  in  doing  which  he  was  of  course  de- 
ceived. But  the  general  error  of  ascribing  to  the  builders 
of  the  pyramids  too  high  an  antiquity  rests  only  on  their 
apparent  place  in  Manetho’s  lists,  and  on  the  presumption, 
groundless  in  itself  though  purposely  suggested  to  Greek 
readers,  that  all  Manetho’s  dynasties  were  consecutive. 
The  pyramid  of  Mencheres  is  said  to  be  double  in  its  con- 
struction, as  if  begun  and  ended  by  two  different  founders.  It 
contains  two  distinct  sepulchral  chambers,  in  the  chief  of 
which  was  found  the  sarcophagus  of  Mencheres  himself. 
This  was  lost  at  sea ; but  the  wooden  case  or  outer  coffin  of 
the  same  king,  with  his  name  on  its  surface,  is  to  be  seen  in 
the  British  Museum,  and  has  been  illustrated  by  Mr.  Birch. 
The  reputation  for  piety  ascribed  to  him  by  Herodotus  is 
illustrated  by  the  manner  in  which  his  name  is  honoured  in 
the  “ Ritual  of  the  Dead,”  for  it  is  there  mentioned  that 
he  reopened  the  temples.  The  gloss  on  his  name,  'HXwSotov, 
“ Gift  of  the  Sun,”  is  probably  derived  only  from  the  last 
two  syllables,  kar  and  Re. 

“ irf.  Sr] ffaicov  irj'  eftacrlXevcre  M oadrjs,  st>]  X/y.”  “ Mos- 
thes  reigned  33  years.”  This  name  is  no  doubt  a reduplica- 
tion of  Mencheres,  only  more  than  ordinarily  corrupted ; 
the  whole  reign  of  63  years  and  some  months  given  by  Ma- 
netho  to  Mencheres  being  split  into  two  of  31  and  33  years 
respectively.  It  is  curious  that  on  a monument  from  a 
tomb  of  Memphis,  now  at  Berlin,  another  Mencheres,  the 
seventh  king  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XII  (V  of  Africanus),  is 
similarly  reduplicated,  there  being  two  kings,  one  named 
Men-her-Hor  and  the  other  Men-ker-Re,  instead  of  only  one, 
followed  as  in  Manetho’s  list  by  Tat-chere,  and  seemingly 
also  by  Ounos.  It  is  possible  therefore  that  in  this  case  also 
in  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus)  the  name  and  reign  of  Men- 
cheres may  cover  two  actual  kings.  Certainly  the  story 
about  the  religious  king  Mencheres  repeated  by  Herodotus 
would  indicate  rather  a short  than  a long  or  average  reign. 
But  whether  there  were  two  Menchereses  or  only  one,  if  the 
death  of  the  pious  king  was  late  in  B.C.  1794,  or  in  1793,  that 
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of  the  patriarch  Joseph  having  occurred  early  in  b.c.  1798, 
one  may  divine  the  meaning  of  those  few  years  of  piety  and 
happiness  which  just  then  as  a gleam  of  sunshine  gladdened 
Egypt  in  the  midst  of  her  mysterious  oppression  by  a Typho- 
nian  power.  The  six  years  of  festival  which  the  malice  of 
those  who  knew  not  Joseph  imagined  afterwards  to  mark 
and  celebrate  the  epoch  of  his  death  (though  his  influence 
was  destined  still  to  oppress  Egypt  for  50  more  years),  arc  a 
sort  of  set-off  and  compensation  for  those  seven  harvests 
(including  six  full  years  of  plenty)  on  which  his  influence  and 
the  influence  surviving  him  was  based. 

“ iff.  Qrjftalwv  iff  ifiaatKevae  Hd/z/iTjs,  '‘Apyani  rV)r  [so  wc 
may  correct  for  ’A pxov&ys],  ert]  X»/.”  “ Pammes,  that  is 

Ruler  of  the  Land,  reigned  38  years.”  The  name  is  no  doubt 
a corruption  of  Thamphthis,  the  ninth  and  last  of  the  dynasty 
in  Manetho’s  lists ; and  the  reign  is  made  up,  as  has  been 
explained  above,  by  adding  to  the  9 years  properly  belonging 
to  the  last  king  of  the  dynasty  the  25  years  of  Manetho’s  fifth 
reign.  The  gloss  “Ap^cov  r>)s,  suggests  the  idea  that  the 
name  may  possibly  be  compounded  of  the  two  words  “ Djam- 
to ,”  that  is,  Sceptrtim  mundi. 

Dynasty  XII  of  Manetho  (V  of  Africanus),  of  ix  kings 
certainly  of  Memphite  connection,  but  called  Elephantinites, 
whom  we  suppose  to  have  been  Heliopolitans  or  Memphites 
of  the  East  Bank,  is  neither  expressly  noticed,  nor,  so  far  as 
the  writer  can  see,  even  covertly  alluded  to  by  the  list  of 
Eratosthenes.  So  it  justifies  the  opinion  formed  on  other 
grounds,  that  these  kings,  wheresoever  they  reigned,  were 
contemporaries  of  those  of  Dyn.  X or  XI  (III  or  IV  of  Afri- 
canus),  perhaps  partly  of  both,  and  of  secondary  importance. 
One  might  conjecture  that  Manetho’s  second  line  of  Tanites 
or  Thinites  really  reigned  at  Heliopolis ; and  that  there  also, 
as  at  Memphis,  a new  line,  namely  that  called  by  Manetho 
Elephantinite,  was  substituted  by  the  Shepherds,  and  con- 
tinued during  the  184  years  of  their  supremacy  over  Lower 
Egypt.  But  these  are  questions  upon  which,  at  present, 
nothing  can  be  safely  concluded;  and  it  is  to  the  study  of 
the  monuments  alone  that  we  must  look  for  information. 

Two  observations,  however,  respecting  Dyn.  XII  of  Ma- 


Digitized  by  Google 


.'148 


EGYPTIAN  CUBONICLE8. 


netho  ( V of  Africanus),  may  be  made  in  passing.  The  first  is 
this,  that  the  names  of  most  of  its  kings  are  identifiable  in  the 
tombs  near  Memphis,  and  are  associated  there  with  those  of 
the  pyramid-builders,  Outseserkerf,  Nepherchere,  Tseserirenra, 
Karenra,  Menkerhor  and  Menkere,  Tatchere ,and  Onnos,  being 
probably  or  certainly  the  1st,  3rd,  4th,  5th,  7th,  8th  and  9th 
kings  of  Dyn.  XII  of  Manetho.  The  second  observation  is 
connected  with  the  elements  “Aar”  and  “ re”  entering  the  for- 
mer into  five  out  of  the  nine  names  of  this  dynasty  in  the  lists, 
the  latter  into  all  of  them  except  one.  These  two  syllables, 
har  and  re,  appear  first  in  composition  in  the  sixth  name  of 
the  later  Tanites  of  Dynasty  IX  of  Manetho,  viz.  Chaires,  or 
Cher- res,  and  are  both  repeated  in  the  three  remaining  names 
of  that  dynasty.  In  Dyn.  X (III  of  Afric.)  of  the  earliest 
Memphites,  Re  seems  to  enter  into  composition,  and  to  be 
noticed  as  entering  into  composition,  in  Manetho’s  2nd,  3rd, 
4th,  8th,  and  9th  names,  though  perhaps  it  is  not  really  an 
element  in  them  all ; and  kar  seems  to  enter  into  four  of  them, 
the  1st,  the  4th,  the  7th,  and  the  9th.  In  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of 
Africanus),  the  same  two  elements  occur  together  in  three 
out  of  the  vm  names,  viz.  the  4th,  the  6th,  and  the  7th:  but 
in  Dyn.  XII  (V  of  Afric.)  they  occur  together  in  five  out 
of  the  ix  names,  and  Re  alone  in  three  of  the  remaining 
four.  Another  element,  “ nepher,”  which  appears  first  in 
the  7th  name  of  Dyn.  IX  (II  of  Afric.)  in  union  with  the 
other  two,  and  makes  the  name  Nephercheres,  reappears  in  the 
same  conjunction  in  a later  Nephercheres  (the  3rd  name)  of 
Dyn.  XII  (V  of  Africanus).  But  in  the  upper  line  of  the 
tablet  of  Abydos  two  out  of  these  three  elements  in  conjunc- 
tion, viz.  nepher  and  kar,  making  the  name  Nepherchar,  with 
or  without  the  addition  of  Re,  are  reproduced  in  no  less  than 
eight  cartouches  out  of  a series  of  thirteen  which  occur  to- 
gether; and  the  element  kar,  with  or  without  the  Re,  but 
without  the  nepher,  occurs  in  three  more;  so  that  from  one 
name  only  of  the  thirteen,  Mer-en-Hor,  both  the  kar  and  the 
nepher  are  absent.  This  comparison  might  perhaps  justify 
the  inference  that  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XII  of  Manetho  (V  of 
Africanus),  and  also  those  of  the  series  of  the  Abydos  tablet, 
whether  that  series  be  simple  or  complex,  are  continuations 
rather  of  the  last  Tanites,  and  more  closely  connected  with 
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them  by  blood,  than  with  the  Memphites  of  either  Dyn.  X or 
XI,  with  whom,  however,  they  were  not  unconnected.  The 
names  Sesochris,  Mesochris,  and  Ouserchercs  in  Dynasties 
IX,  X,  and  XII,  Chaires  and  Chencres  of  IX  and  Cheres 
of  XII,  Nephercheres  of  IX  and  XII,  Sesorthos  and  Toser- 
tasis  of  X,  Ratoises  of  XI,  and  Rathouris  and  Sisires  of  XII, 

«$ aophis  of  X and  XI,  and  Mencheres  of  XI  and  XII,  are 
names  respectively  identical  or  similar ; while  in  the  series  of 
the  upper  line  of  the  Abydos  tablet,  besides  the  family  names 
Nepherchere  and  Cher-re  running  through  it  all,  we  find  a 
Menchere  connecting  it  with  Dyn.  XI  ard  XII,  a [AT<?3-] 
bi\nefer]-chere,  reminding  us  of  Bicheres  of  Dyn.  X,  a [3/a-] 
tatchere,  like  Tatchere  of  Dyn.  XII.,  a Nepherchere  Khan- 
tou,  somewhat  resembling  Tliainphthis  of  Dyn.  XI,  a Meren- 
Hor,  which  takes  us  to  Dyn.  XIII,  besides  a Papa  and  an 
Ounos  in  composition  in  two  names  not  regal,  looking  like 
names  of  governors  under  the  Shepherds  Apophis  and 
J anias. 

Dynasty  XIII  of  Manetho  ( VI  of  Africanus')  ri  Mem- 
phites of  Central  Egypt,  with  177  years,  partially  exhibited 
in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  by  in  generations  with  107  years. 

If,  in  passing  to  this  dynasty,  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  [JjVJuVn 
begins  not  with  the  first  king  of  Manetho’s  list,  Othoes,  Yfn'IH'Hc. 
Ati,  or  perhaps  Teta,  who  is  also  its  first  king  in  the  Karnak  iwk 
Chamber,  but  with  Apappus,  that  is  Phiops,  or  Papa,  the 
last  king  of  Manetho’s  six,  and  the  second  of  the  four  of  the 
Karnak  Chamber,  the  reason  for  this  is  not  merely  want  of 
room  to  place  all  the  kings  even  of  those  dynasties  which 
are  distinctly  exhibited  ; but  rather  because  it  was  desired, 
while  following  the  order  of  Manetho,  to  follow  also  and 
mark,  though  in  a general  way,  the  composition  of  Dynasty 
XVII  of  the  Chronicle.  For  this  reason  it  was  that,  after 
enumerating  the  first  seven  kings  of  the  early  Memphites, 

(the  sixth  and  seventh  making  the  first  two  generations  of 
Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,)  the  last  two,  who  did  not  enter 
into  the  composition  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  were 
omitted.  And  now,  for  the  same  reason,  after  the  unchro- 
nological  interposition  of  the  later  Memphites  of  Dyn.  XI 
(IV  of  Africanus),  justified  by  their  historical  continuity,  and 
by  the  order  of  Manetho,  the  first  king  or  kings  of  Dyn. 
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XIII  (VI  of  Africanus),  who  do  not  enter  into  the  composi- 
tion of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  are  omitted,  and  that 
king,  Apappus,  is  named  in  whom  the  sovereign  line  of  the 
Chronicle,  broken  off  with  the  seventh  king  of  Dyn.  X 
(III  of  Africanus),  is  to  be  resumed  and  continued. 

Besides  this,  the  long  reign  of  Phiops  of  94  years,  if 
placed  next  after  Generation  xix  in  the  series  of  Erato- 
sthenes, was  very  capable  of  being  turned  to  account ; whereas 
if  any  other  king  or  kings  of  the  same  dynasty  had  been 
named  first,  it  would  have  caused  no  slight  difficulty.  As 
it  is,  Phiops  being  placed  as  Generation  xx,  the  64  years 
still  wanted  towards  the  second  exhibition  of  the  190  of  the 
Chronicle  in  five  generations  are  readily  supplied.  It  is 
true  that  these  64  years  fall  far  short  of  his  whole  sum,  so 
that  as  a generation  he  becomes  ambiguous,  contributing  part 
of  his  years  to  one  sum  of  the  Chronicle  and  the  rest  to  an- 
other. But  this,  far  from  being  a blemish,  is  actually  an  im- 
provement to  the  symmetry  of  the  scheme.  For  thus,  in  the 
first  place,  it  is  indicated  that  the  103  years  of  the  Chronicle, 
which  the  last  part  of  the  years  of  Phiops  are  made  to  begin, 
are  not  really  separable  from  the  190  which  his  first  64  years 
complete ; though  the  contrary  seemed  to  be  asserted  when 
Menes  and  his  Tanites  or  Thinites  were  named,  and  their  1 90 
years  exhibited  for  the  first  time,  as  preceding  the  443  years 
“ of  the  Cycle,”  and  as  separated  by  them  from  the  103  years  of 
Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle.  Again,  the  two  short  reigns  fol- 
lowing Phiops  in  Manctho’s  list  were  very  fit  to  be  inserted 
as  part  of  the  compensation  due  for  the  suppression  of  three 
out  of  the  vm  generations  belonging  to  Dyn.  XVI  of  the 
Chronicle.  For  thus  two  out  of  three  compensating  gene- 
rations, necessarily  to  be  inserted  somewhere,  were  inserted 
so  as  to  be  in  actual  contact  with  the  five  of  which  they  were 
the  complement ; and  though  the  name  and  generation  of 
Phiops  was,  strictly  speaking,  the  last  of  the  five  generations 
of  the  1 90  years,  still  the  remainder  of  his  years,  being  ex- 
traneous to  that  sum,  and  no  fewer  than  36,  were  an  abundant 
indication  of  one  additional  generation  ; so  that  it  might 
stand  at  once  for  a promise  of  one  of  the  compensating  ge- 
nerations due,  and  also  as  a link  uniting  all  the  three  com- 
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pensating  generations  with  the  preceding  sum  of  190  years, 
and  with  the  five  generations  to  the  last  name  of  which  it 
belonged. 

It  is  to  be  noticed  that  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  advan- 
tage is  taken  of  the  distinction  between  generations  and  reigns, 
to  reckon  to  the  generation  of  Phiops  the  whole  century  of 
his  life,  though  its  first  six  years  are  expressly  excluded  by 
Manetho  from  his  reign.  This  change  is  virtually  a transfer 
of  half  the  last  reign  of  the  dynasty  to  Phiops,  since  the  same 
number,  viz.  six  years,  which  are  added  to  him,  are  sup- 
pressed out  of  the  twelve  of  Nitocris.  And  the  motive  is 
plain,  namely,  to  make  the  two  reigns,  which  were  to  stand 
as  compensatory  of  names  suppressed  above,  to  have  as  few 
gears  attached  to  them  as  possible,  and  to  obtain  as  many 
years  as  possible  to  give  to  those  four  generations  which  were 
meant  to  be  paralleled  with  the  four  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  and  which  properly  should  have  had  to  them- 
selves the  whole  space  of  103  years,  instead  of  sharing  it 
with  two  or  three  names  displaced,  or  compensatory  of  others 
displaced,  from  the  preceding  190  years  of  its  DyD.  XVI. 

A point  of  interest  in  connection  with  this  peculiarity  of 
reckoning  the  whole  century  of  his  life  to  Phiops  is  the  in- 
direct confirmation  which  it  affords  to  the  suspicion  that 
the  designation  Thinite,  given  by  the  “ Manetho”  of  Africanus 
to  his  Dynasties  I and  II,  is  not  really  from  the  true  and 
original  Manetho,  but  from  his  re-editor  Ptolemy  of  Mendes, 
and  originally  from  Eratosthenes,  with  whose  Greek  as  well 
as  Egyptian  chronology  Ptolemy  of  Mendes  was  well  ac- 
quainted. For  in  the  case  of  Phiops  we  have  a clear  proof 
that  the  compiler  of  the  Manetho  of  Africanus  had  before 
him,  and  followed  in  some  things,  the  list  of  Eratosthenes. 
For  though  a notice  of  the  original  Manetho  is  repeated, 
that  Phiops  “ succeeded  to  the  throne  at  the  age  of  six 
years,  and  reigned  to  the  age  of  a hundred,”  that  is,  certainly 
only  ninety-four  years,  the  author,  while  preserving  this 
notice,  has  himself  reckoned  the  whole  100  years  to  the  sum 
of  his  Dyn.  XI  (XIII  of  the  original  Manetho);  and  this 
by  no  mere  error,  as  the  sums  of  that  and  of  the  other  dy- 
nasties (noted  by  Africanus),  and  the  larger  sums  entering 
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into  the  scheme  of  the  author,  sufficiently  prove.  Those 
expressions,  then,  in  the  same  lists  of  Africanus  which  re- 
present Menes  and  his  successors  as  “ Theinites  ” or  “ The- 
bans,” and  as  “ reigning  over  the  Thebans,”  may  well  be 
from  the  same  source. 

*fnxn?ur.  “ * • ®v/3aio>v  k i(3aaL\sv<rev  'Airdinrovs,  MeyuTTOs'  ovtos, 
Vn’^.T’  ws  irapd  d> pav  p-lav  e/3aal\evcrev  eiy  p'.n  “ Apappus, 

21,  from  J ill.  which  means  Very- Great,  reigned,  as  is  said,  100  years,  all 
to  dm.1*??’  but  one  hour.”  He  is  the  Phiops  of  Manetho,  who  reigned 
94  years,  and  lived  to  100;  and  the  Papa  Maire  of  the 
monuments,  who  is  called  by  Herodotus  Moeris,  and  who  is 
said  to  have  been  the  first  king  who  did  anything  very  re- 
markable. He  appears  on  the  monuments  with  the  double 
cartouche,  of  family  or  personal,  and  throne-name,  the  use  of 
which  in  later  times  became  universal,  though  for  some  time 
after  his  reign,  as  also  before  it,  an  intermediate  fashion  of 
inclosing  both  names,  or  even  all  the  royal  names  and  titles, 
in  one  compound  or  elongated  cartouche,  was  occasionally 
used.  The  vast  number  of  royal  names  mentioned  by 
Herodotus  and  Hecataeus,  and  still  exhibited  or  indicated  by 
the  Turin  papyrus,  does  not  seem  to  have  been  swelled,  as 
one  might  have  suspected,  by  feigning  double  cartouches  to 
represent  twice  the  true  numberof  kings  ; for  in  the  fragments 
of  the  Turin  papyrus  two  cartouches  are  not  given  to  any 
one  king ; but  many  of  the  names,  especially  those  of  the 
Nubian  connection,  are  long  and  compound,  exhibiting  in  one 
the  two  cartouches  belonging  to  the  king  named,  which  in 
some  cases  are  found  separately  on  the  monuments.  The 
names  in  the  uppermost  line  of  the  Abydos  tablet  have  also 
many  of  them  a like  compound  character.  Papa  Maire  is 
represented  in  the  Karnak  Chamber  not  by  his  throne-name 
Mai-re,  but  by  his  personal  name  Papa.  He  occurs  elsewhere 
double,  on  one  and  the  same  monument,  as  if  he  were  two 
kings,  being  seated  dos  a dos  to  himself,  with  the  name 
Papa  on  one  side  and  Maire  on  the  other,  and  on  one  side 
wearing  the  white  crown  of  the  Upper  and  on  the  other 
the  red  crown  of  the  Lower  Country,  to  which  latter  he  may 
have  succeeded  perhaps  in  right  of  his  queen  Anch-set-mire, 
mother  of  his  son  Nepherchere,  if  she  were  a daughter  of 
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Snefrou.  His  Gold  Hawk  title  has  three  hawks,  over  the 
emblem  for  enouh,  gold,  as  if  he  might  be  styled  “ Chryses 
III”  His  sixteenth  year  of  sovereignty,  and  seemingly  also 
his  eighteenth  is  marked ; and  he  appears  in  several  places  in 
connection  both  with  Teti  or  Tcta  who  preceded  him,  and  with 
Meranre  and  Nepherchere,  who  were  perhaps  his  sons,  or  his 
son  and  son-in-law  or  grandson.  The  same  two  kings  appear 
also  in  the  Karnak  Chamber  as  his  successors,  and  repre- 
sent probably  the  last  two  reigns  of  the  dynasty,  though  the 
one  of  them  died  in  the  second  year  after  his  father,  and  the 
other,  having  died  before  his  father,  was  represented,  as  we 
may  collect,  by  his  widow  Nitocris,  who  “ reigned  by  right  of 
her  deceased  husband.”  Pliny  mentions  “ two  plain  obelisks 
without  hieroglyphics,”  which  may  be  a sign  of  these  being 
also  the  most  ancient,  as  erected  one  of  them  by  the  king  Mar- 
res  and  the  other  by  Phios,  that  is  really  both  by  this  king 
Papa  Maire,  one  of  his  names  being  on  one  of  the  two  and 
the  other  on  the  other.  And  an  altar  of  dark  granite  with  the 
names  of  places  and  deities  around  it,  now  preserved  at  Turin, 
shows  that  already,  before  the  conquest  of  Nubia,  the  power 
of  this  king  was  exerted  on  the  Nubian  frontier,  and  that 
blocks  of  granite  were  quarried  there  and  brought  down  the 
Nile,  though  not  in  such  quantities  nor  in  such  vast  masses  as 
afterwards,  when  Sesortasen  I,  set  up  his  obelisks,  and  when 
the  Third  Pyramid  was  faced  in  part  with  Ethiopic  stone. 
The  gloss  fieyiarros  is  derived  naturally  from  the  name  Apopi, 
which  signifies  a giant,  and  also  “ the  great  dragon,”  or 
serpent,  the  oldest  representative  of  evil  and  darkness  in  the 
Egyptian  mythology,  as  appears  from  many  places  in  the 
“ Ritual  of  the  Dead.” 

In  b.c.  2007,  the  67th  year  of  the  life  of  Papa  Maire,  if  the 
figures  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XVII  are  to  be  trusted,  those 
Shepherds  who  86  years  later  became  suzerains  of  Lower 
Egypt  first  settled  in  the  Delta.  Whether  Philistines  or 
Arabs  by  origin,  their  names  seem  to  be  Egyptian,  that  of 
their  first  king  Saites  connecting  him  with  the  Saitic  or 
Seth-ro-itic  nome  and  its  local  deity,  that  of  Apachnas  having 
a purely  Egyptian  sound,  Janias  and  Asseth  being  the  names 
of  native  kings  of  Manctho’s  Dynasties  X and  XII,  Aan 
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and  Assn,  while  Apophis,  a name  taken  by  more  than  one 
Shepherd  king,  was  perhaps  borrowed  from  Papa  Maire, 
whose  long  life  and  reign  may  have  attracted  admiration. 

With  the  64th  year  of  Apappus  we  have  the  completion  of 
the  443  years  “ of  the  Cycle  ” in  fifteen  generations,  as  made 
out  after  first  exhibiting,  in  five  generations  reduced  from 
eight,  the  190  years  of  the  Tanites  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the 
Chronicle,  with  Mcnes  at  their  head.  For  79  + 6 + 30  + 
26  + 20  + 18  +22  + 13  + 10  + 29+27+31  + 33  +35  + 64 
make  together  443  years. 

Also  we  have  at  this  point  the  completion  of  the  first 
exhibition  of  the  103  years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle, 
as  entering  into  the  composition  of  the  443  years  of  the 
Cycle  unchronologically  taken  in,  the  same  103  years  being 
to  be  exhibited  again  in  the  second  series  of  443  years,  which 
from  its  apparent  coincidence  with  as  many  years  of  the 
Chronicle,  from  the  190th  to  the  (190  + 443  = ) 633rd  year 
of  the  kings  after  Mcnes,  we  call  chronological.  For  if  wc 
bco’in  with  those  39  years  of  Sirius  and  Chnoubus  Gneurus 
which,  when  their  merely  apparent  depression  of  6 years  has 
been  rectified,  coincide  with  the  first  39  of  Dyn.  XVII  of 
the  Chronicle,  and  eject  the  seven  names  taken  from  Dyn. 
XI  of  Manetho  (IV  of  Africanus),  as  inserted  only  in  ap- 
pearance between  the  39th  and  the  40th  years  of  Dynasty 
XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  then  1 7 years  of  Sirius  + 22  of 
Chnoubus  Gneurus  + 64  of  Apappus  make  together  103 
years. 

Lastly,  we  have  also  at  this  same  point  the  completion  of 
the  second,  and  of  what  we  may  call  the  chronological,  exhi- 
bition of  the  190  years  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chronicle  in  five 
instead  of  eight  generations,  so  as  to  suit  the  supposition  that 
the  443  years  “ of  the  Cycle,”  with  their  fifteen  generations 
(62  + 59  +32  +19  + 18  + 79  + 6 +30  + 26  + 20+18  + 22  + 
13+10  + 29,  making  together  443),  have  been  reckoned 
first  in  their  original  order  as  they  stood  in  the  Chronicle, 
instead  of  being  transposed  and  inserted  unchronologically 
between  the  190  years  of  Dyn.  XVI  and  the  103  of  Dyn. 
XVII  of  the  kings  of  the  Chronicle. 

“ xa.  Qj//3atW  Ka'  tfiaaiXeucrev  ’E^s<x Koaotuipas  iros  a'.” 
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The  reign  of  only  one  year  identifies  this  corrupt  name  with 
the  Menthe-suphis  of  Manetho.  In  the  Turin  papyrus  also 
(Fragments  42,  43),  though  the  names  of  Apappus  and  his 
successor  are  lost,  their  reigns  are  clearly  identifiable,  the 
one  having  90  years  and  some  units,  probably  4,  and  the 
next  following  it  having  only  I year  and  1 month;  after 
which  we  see  the  name  Nitocris,  but  its  figures  again  are  lost. 
In  the  Karnak  Chamber,  and  in  the  tombs  of  Chenoboschion, 
the  name  of  Papa  is  followed  by  two  other  names  of  the 
same  line,  which  may  safely  be  presumed  to  represent  the 
last  two  reigns  of  Manetho  and  the  Turin  papyrus,  though 
instead  of  the  female  name  Nitocris  these  monumental  lists 
have  that  of  Nepherchere,  whom  we  suppose  to  have  been 
her  husband.  The  intermediate  king,  then,  with  whom  we 
are  now  occupied  as  constituting  Generation  xxi  of  Erato- 
sthenes, is  the  Meranre  of  the  Karnak  Chamber,  and  of  other 
monuments. 

“ */3'.  &T)/3ata)v  k/3'  e/3aaiKev<je  Nma/cpiy,  yvvr,  awl  roC 
dvSpos,  5 e<mv  ’A Orjva,  Ncici)<f)6pos,  erg  s-'.”  “ Nitocris,  a wo- 

man, reigned  in  place  of  her  husband  6 years.  The  name 
means  ‘ Athene  ( Neith ) the  Victorious The  gloss  is  clear, 
and  in  this  instance,  at  least,  not  taken  from  the  mere  sound, 
as  the  name  is  written  in  the  Turin  papyrus  Nit-okr,  and  it 
recurs  similarly  compounded  in  later  times.  Whether  she 
really  reigned  only  6 years,  or  the  12  which  Manetho  gives 
her,  cannot  be  determined  from  the  Turin  papyrus,  as  the 
figures  belonging  in  it  to  her  name  are  broken  away ; but 
since  we  can  discern  a motive  for  shortening  her  reign,  we 
may  suppose  that  the  six  years  added  in  the  list  of  Erato- 
sthenes to  Apappus  are  six  which  have  been  cut  off  from 
Nitocris.  Of  Manetho’s  notice  that  she  “built  the  third 
pyramid,”  that  of  Mycerinus,  something  has  been  said  else- 
where. That  her  beauty  and  ruddy  complexion  also  are 
borrowed  by  Manetho  from  the  Greek  Rhodopis  may  be  sus- 
pected. Her  courage  covers  perhaps  an  allusion  to  the  story 
in  Herodotus  of  her  avenging  (and  at  Memphis,  as  it  would 
seem)  the  death  of  her  brother.  If  there  were  any  truth 
under  these  stories,  we  should  have  to  suppose  that  the  king 
assassinated  was  Meranre,  brother  of  her  deceased  husband 
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Nepherchere.  But  the  long  life  of  Apappus,  and  the  facta 
that  the  elder  of  his  two  associated  sons,  Meranre,  survived 
him  by  only  one  year,  while  the  younger  had  already  died 
before  him,  lead  one  to  suspect  that  Meranre  also  died  a na- 
tural death,  and  that,  when  her  brother-in-law  died,  the  widow 
of  Nepherchere  was  no  longer  distinguished  either  by  youth 
or  beauty,  but  reigned  securely  as  a local  queen,  under 
Sesortasen  I.  It  may  be  remarked  that  the  female  name 
Nitocris,  ending  Dynasty  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus),  and  the 
notice  that  she  had  reigned  not  as  regent  for  a son,  but  “ in- 
stead of  a deceased  husband,”  shows  of  itself  what  it  was  that 
caused  this  second  transition  of  the  sovereign  power  to  a new 
line,  Sesortasen  I.  becoming  suzerain  by  the  failure  of  the 
male  line  of  Dyn.  XIII  (VI  of  Africanus)  on  the  death  of 
Meranre,  just  as  Papa  seems  to  have  become  suzerain  on  the 
death  of  Snefrou.  For  there  is,  or  was,  at  Gizeh,  the  tomb 
(not  a pyramid)  of  a prince,  named  Nepher-iri-karu,  who  has 
the  titles  of  the  King's  High  Justiciary,  King's  Guardian  of  the 
Divine  Apis,  and  Director  of  the  Royal  Household;  and  this 
prince,  who  was  no  doubt  heir  to  the  throne,  died  before  his 
father  Snefrou.  On  the  other  hand,  the  queen  of  Papa 
Maire,  named  Anch-set- Mi-re,  who  was  the  mother  of  the  king 
Nepherchere,  husband  of  Nitocris,  was  herself  the  daughter 
of  a king,  we  may  suppose  of  Snefrou. 

Both  the  two  kings  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africa- 
nus) who  make  Generations  i and  11  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  viz.  Sahou-ra  and  his  son  Snefrou,  appear  on  con- 
temporary stelae  at  Wady  Magara  in  the  Sinaitic  peninsula 
as  conquerors,  though  the  hostilities  undertaken  by  them 
and  their  victories  had  probably  no  further  object  or  result 
than  the  undisputed  possession  of  the  copper-woYks  on  the 
spot  where  they  are  recorded.  These  copper-works  are  con- 
stantly designated  afterwards  as  the  “ mines  of  Snefrou.” 
Both  these  two  kings,  in  the  stelae  alluded  to,  are  repre- 
sented like  Sesortasen  I.  in  Nubia,  and  like  other  later  Pha- 
raohs, clutching  a fallen  enemy  by  the  hair  of  the  head,  and 
holding  in  the  other  hand  a mace  uplifted,  ready  to  strike. 
The  tablet  of  Sahoura  is  divided  into  two  compartments,  in  one 
of  which,  to  the  left  of  the  spectator,  he  is  represented  twice 
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over,  as  if  he  were  double,  once  wearing  the  white  and  once 
wearing  the  red  crown.  In  the  other  compartment,  in  which 
he  is  striking  his  prostrate  enemy,  he  wears  the  white  crown. 
These  two  crowns  one  may  suspect  to  have  been  first  used 
to  distinguish  the  Upper  and  Lower  cities  and  districts  of 
the  Tanite  kingdom;  then,  later,  to  distinguish  the  Upper 
or  Memphite  kingdom  (with  the  symbol  of  the  White  Crown 
and  the  White  Fortress),  from  the  Lower  capital  and  king- 
dom of  Tanis  ; and  lastly,  to  distinguish  the  whole  Lower 
region  of  Memphis  and  the  Delta  from  the  Thebaid  and 
Upper  Egypt,  to  which  the  white  crown  was  then  finally 
attached.  But  the  history  of  the  two  crowns,  and  of  the 
other  customary  emblems  and  titles  referring  to  lordship 
over  two  regions,  an  Upper  and  a Lower,  is  a subject  only 
for  conjecture.  At  present  no  more  can  be  affirmed  with 
certainty  than  this,  that  the  use  of  the  two  crowns,  and  that 
of  the  other  double  emblems  and  titles,  in  later  times  by 
no  means  always  imports  sovereignty  over  the  whole  extent 
of  Egypt.  Still  it  is  important  to  notice  that  Sahoura  and 
Snefrou,  and  after  them  Papa  Maire,  are  the  earliest  kings 
at  present  known  to  be  represented  on  any  monument  as  if 
they  were  double,  wearing  separately  or  uniting  in  one 
two  distinct  crowns.  The  same  two  kings,  Sahoura  and  Sne- 
frou, are  also  the  earliest  who  are  known  to  have  taken  as 
their  special  device  the  gold  hawk,  or  Ilorus,  which  appears 
in  the  titles  of  later  kings,  both  preceding  the  standard-title 
when  uninclosed,  or  surmounting  it  when  it  is  inclosed  in 
the  standard  itself,  and  which  also,  in  connection  with  the 
collar,  the  sign  for  gold,  and  for  the  word  nub,  forms  what 
is  afterwards  known  as  the  Gold  Horus  title.  In  the  stele 
of  Sahoura  the  father  at  Wady  Magara  the  order  in  which 
his  titles  appear  is  this:  First,  there  is  the  gold  hawk,  or 
Horus,  not  surmounting,  as  it  does  later  in  the  Gold  Horus 
title,  the  sign  for  nub,  but  alone  : next  follow  the  signs  for 
the  words  Neb  Schaou  (“  Lord  of  the  Diadems”),  that  is,  we 
may  presume,  “ Lord  of  the  two  Crowns,”  since  with  later 
kings  these  words  arc  placed  under  or  after  the  Vulture  and 
Urtcus,  which  are  symbolical  of  the  Upper  and  Lower  re- 
gions; and  even  without  the  addition  of  the  words  Neb  Schaou, 
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the  Vulture  and  Urasus  over  the  sign  for  the  word  Neb  are 
translated  “ Lord  of  the  Diadems.”  In  the  stele  of  Salioura 
neither  the  Standard  nor  the  Gold  Homs  title,  nor  the  Vulture 
and  Urams  title,  appears  as  yet  in  its  complete  form.  The 
gold  lloms  has  not  the  collar  under  it,  nor  are  the  Vulture 
and  Urteus  seen  before  the  words  Neb  Schaou.  Hence  it  may 
seem  that  the  gold  Horns  here  preceding  the  title  “ Lord 
of  the  Diadems,”  is  simply  equivalent  to  the  standard  title  of 
later  kings,  as  that  always  goes  first,  and  is  sometimes  writ- 
ten uninclosed ; for  in  ancient  times  the  same  title  or  device 
as  was  written  under  or  after  the  Vulture  and  Uraeus,  was 
also  associated  with  the  standard.  In  this  case  of  Sahoura, 
after  the  gold  Iloras,  and  the  title  Neb  Schaou  (Lord  of 
the  Diadems),  there  follow  the  sprig  and  the  bee,  which,  in 
later  times  always  precede  the  throne-name  of  the  king,  as 
the  goose  and  the  disk  of  the  sun,  Si  Jia  (“  Son  of  the 
Sun  ”),  precede  his  family  name.  The  sprig  and  the  bee 
too,  pronounced  Souten  Kheb,  are  interpreted  in  later  times 
to  mean  King  of  the  Upper  and  King  of  the  Lower  Countries. 
After  these,  inclosed  in  the  usual  ring,  there  is  the  nameifa- 
Sahou,  or  Saliou-ra ; and  subjoined,  a little  below  the  car- 
touche, are  the  signs  for  the  words  Neter-Aa  (the  “ Great 
God”).  In  the  stele  of  his  son  Snefrou  the  titles  are  fuller: 
there  is  the  oblong  standard  ending  with  a long  fringe,  sur- 
mounted by  the  gold  Homs  wearing  the  double  composite 
crown  afterwards  known  as  the  pshent,  and  containing  the 
device  Neb-Mat,  “ Lord  of  Justice,”  instead  of  the  title  “ Lord 
of  the  Diadems  ” which  would  have  been  in  the  standard 
of  his  father.  The  standard  is  to  the  right  hand  side  in  the 
stele,  a little  below.  Above  there  is  an  elongated  cartouche 
containing  first  the  sprig  and  the  bee,  then  the  vulture  and 
urams,  each  of  them  surmounting  the  sign  for  Neb  (Lord),  so 
as  to  be  equivalent  to  “ Lord  [of  the  diadem]  of  the  Upper,” 
and  “ Lord  [of  the  diadem]  of  the  Lower  llegion,”  though 
the  word  schaou  (diadems)  is  not  expressed.  After  the  vul- 
ture and  urams  there  follows  the  title  Neb-Mat  (Lord  of 
Justice),  the  same  that  is  also  contained  in  the  standard. 
Then  follows  the  gold  hawk,  perched  on  the  collar,  the 
sign  for  nub  (gold),  exhibiting  for  the  first  time,  so  far  as 
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is  known,  the  Gold  Ilorus  title  in  its  full  form.  Lastly,  the 
name  itself,  Snefrou,  closes  and  completes  the  cartouche, 
under  which  is  subjoined  uninclosed  the  title  “ Neter-Aa.” 
Below  this  there  is  another  small  cartouche  containing 
simply  the  name  Snefrou,  without  any  repetition  of  titles 
before  it,  but  with  some  of  those  signs  which  usually  follow 
royal  cartouches  subjoined. 

It  may  naturally  be  inferred  from  these  titles  that  it 
was  Sahoura  who  first  took  the  title  Lord  of  the  Diadems,  as 
with  him  these  words  appear  alone,  and  hi3  son  Snefrou, 
though  he  retains  and  perpetuates  their  sense,  can  no  longer 
take  them  alone  as  a distinctive  device : secondly,  that  it 
was  Snefrou  who  first  took  the  full  Gold  Ilorus  title,  which 
is  repeated  by  other  kings  after  him,  but  always  with  some 
distinctive  addition.  Also,  in  reference  to  the  opinion  that 
the  gold  hawk  of  Sahoura  preceding  his  title  “ Neb 
Scliaou ” is  simply  his  standard  title  written  at  full,  but 
uninclosed  in  the  standard  itself,  it  is  to  be  noticed  that  in 
the  elongated  cartouche  of  the  son,  Snefrou,  where  the  title 
Neb  Mat  corresponding  to  the  Neb  Schaou  of  Sahoura  and 
belonging  also  to  the  standard  occurs,  it  is  not  preceded  by 
the  pshented  or  double -crowned  hawk  which  surmounts 
the  standard,  but  is  preceded  by  the  vulture  and  uraus, 
and  followed  by  a gold  hawk  like  that  which  came  first  in 
the  titles  of  his  father,  only  now  in  a different  order,  and 
placed  over  the  sign  for  nub.  But  even  if  the  gold  hawk 
and  the  “ Neb  Schaou  ” of  Sahoura  at  Wady  Magara  be 
merely  his  standard  title,  still,  he  may  have  also  taken  the 
gold  hawk  for  his  special  device,  and  may  on  that  account  be 
the  Xpvcnjs  of  Eratosthenes.  And  whether  Snefrou  merely 
completed  the  Gold  Ilorus  title  by  placing  the  collar,  the 
sign  for  gold,  under  the  gold  hawk  of  Sahoura,  or  originated 
it  altogether  by  taking  the  gold  hawk  which  had  only  sur- 
mounted the  standard  or  preceded  the  standard  title  of 
Sahoura  and  making  of  it  with  the  collar  a separate  and 
additional  title,  in  either  case,  there  may  be  enough  to 
account  for  his  being  designated  Xpvaijs  Xpvaov  vibs,  the 
Gold  Horns  King,  son  of  the  first  Gold  Ilorus  King. 

After  all, the  gloss  may  be  erroneous,  and  the  double  “gold” 
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of  Snefrou  may  refer  not  to  a father  and  a son,  but  to  the 
“gold  hawk,”  and  the  collar,  the  sign  for  the  word  nub, 
meaning  “ gold,”  over  which  it  was  placed. 

After  Sahoura  and  Snefrou,  their  successor  in  Dyn.  XVII 
of  the  Chronicle,  Papa  Maire,  who  appears  to  have  associated 
with  himself  his  two  sons  Meranre  and  Nepherchere,  takes 
for  his  Gold  Horus  title  three  gold  hawks  perched  on  the  collar, 
the  sign  for  gold,  the  eldest  son,  Meranre,  taking  two,  and  the 
younger,  Nepherchere,  only  one,  but  with  an  additional  sign 
to  distinguish  it  from  the  earlier  single  hawk  of  Snefrou. 

The  name  Sahoura  having  been  found  marked  on  blocks 
of  stone  belonging  to  the  northern  or  lesser  pyramid  of 
Abouseer  (which  seems  to  have  been  once  257  feet  square  at 
its  base  and  162  high),  and  the  name  Ra-tseser  having  been 
found  in  the  middle  pyramid  of  Abouseer  (which  ivas  274  feet 
square  at  the  base  and  171  high),  it  has  been  concluded  that 
these  arc  the  tombs  of  two  of  the  Memphite  kings  of  Dyn. 
X of  Manetho  (III  of  Africanus).  But  this  conclusion  has 
been  too  hastily  drawn.  The  name  Ra-tseser  (either  with  or 
without  the  addition  of  en)  certainly  belonged  to  more  than 
one  king ; and  though  it  suits  perfectly  one  name,  viz.  the 
second,  Tosorthrus  or  Sesorthrus,  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  X (III 
of  Africanus),  who  first,  according  to  Manetho,  introduced 
in  building  the  use  of  squared  stones, — and  that  may  pos- 
sibly be  the  name  found  by  Pcrring  on  a block  taken  as  he 
says  from  some  earlier  building  and  built  into  the  pyramid 
of  Reegah, — the  same  monumental  name  suits  equally  well 
Ratceses  the  immediate  successor  of  the  Suphises  and  Men- 
cheres  in  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XI  (IV  of  Africanus).  And,  as 
found  in  the  middle  pyramid  of  Abouseer,  it  is  accompanied 
by  the  Gold  Horus  title,  with  the  collar,  the  sign  for  nub, 
not  found  with  the  Gold  Ilorus  of  Sahoura ; and  at  Wady 
Niagara  also,  where  a stele  of  this  same  king  Ra-tseser  is  to 
be  seen,  the  gold  Ilorus  title  is  perfect  and  distinct,  and  shows 
the  sign  for  the  word  Neter  (God  or  Divine)  added,  so  as  to 
distinguish  it  from  the  Gold  Horus  title  of  Snefrou.  The  name 
Sahoura  too  may  just  as  well  be  identified  with  Sebercheres 
of  Dyn.  XI  of  Manetho,  or  with  Sephres  or  Sisires  of  XII 
(IV  and  V of  Afr.),  as  with  the  Sirius  of  Eratosthenes ; es- 
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pecially  as  a monumental  king  named  Sahoura  appears  in 
tombs  near  the  pyramids  associated  with  the  kings  of  Dyn. 
XI  and  XII  (IV  and  V of  Afr. ),  all  of  them  together 
being  preceded  by  Shouphou.  So  in  the  tomb  No.  16 
of  Lepsius,  now  set  up  in  the  museum  of  Berlin,  two 
out  of  three  brothers  arc  styled  priests  of  the  three  deified 
kings  Shouphou,  Sahoura,  and  Nepher-iri-kar-re  or  Nepher- 
en-kar-re;  while  the  eldest  of  the  three,  who  outlived  the  two 
younger,  is  priest  also  of  a fourth  deified  king,  Ra-tseser 
or  Ra-en-tseser,  who  therefore  seems  to  have  died  after  the 
other  three.  A fifth  king,  Aseskerf,  probably  Kerpheres,  is 
named  in  the  same  tomb,  but  seemingly  as  if  living.  Again,  in 
tomb  89  of  Lepsius,  Khaphra,  Menkaura,  Aseskerf,  Outses- 
erkerf,  and  Sahoura  are  named.  In  two  tombs  (south  of  the 
7th,  8th,  and  9th  pyramids  of  Gizeh  as  marked  by  Perring)  in 
which  he  recognised  a representation  of  the  end  of  the  sarco- 
phagus of  Menchcres,  the  cartouche  of  Ra-tseser  also  was 
found;  and  in  No.  5 of  PI.  xxvii.  of  Burton’s  “ Excerpta 
Hieroglyphica,”  in  a tablet  from  a tomb  near  Gizeh,  Anubis  is 
besought  to  “ give  to  the  loyal  bard  N.  a good  embalmment 
and  other  blessings  in  the  abode  of  the  god  Ra,  of  the 
goddess  Athor,  and  of  the  pure  gods  Nepher[kar\re,  Sahoura, 
and  Tseserenre."  Of  the  king  named  in  a double  cartouche 
Assa  and  Tetkare,  and  occurring  in  tombs  of  the  same 
locality  and  connection  as  the  above,  it  has  already  been 
observed  elsewhere  that  he  is  certainly  not  the  Assa  of  the 
Karnak  Chamber,  but  the  last  king  but  one  of  Manetho’s 
Dyn.  XII  (V  of  Africanus). 

Lastly,  as  regards  the  name  Sahoura,  since  it  has  been 
found  rendered  into  Greek  'A enrols,  we  may  presume  that  the 
Sahoura  whom  recent  discoveries  have  connected  with  the 
north  pyramid  of  Abouseer  is  the  Asychis  to  whom  a 
pyramid  is  ascribed,  with  whatever  inaccuracy  as  to  details, 
by  Herodotus.  And  if  so,  certainly  he  was  represented  to 
Herodotus  as  having  lived  not  before  but  after  Mencheres. 

But  as  regards  the  pyramids,  since  we  have  been  led  to 
mention  them  in  connection  with  the  kings  of  Dyn.  X (III 
of  Africanus),  this  perhaps  is  the  place  for  adding  a few 
more  words,  not  to  describe  or  identify  them  in  detail,  but  to 
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mark  out  in  a general  way  their  number  and  probable  con- 
nection as  monuments  with  Manetho’s  first  six  dynasties  of 
the  kings  of  Lower  Egypt,  and  with  his  Dynasty  XV. 

It  seems  to  be  asserted  by  Manetho  that  Ouenephes,  the 
third  king  after  Mencs,  was  the  first  who  built  a pyramid  for 
his  tomb,  viz.  the  earliest  of  those  built  at  a place  called 
Ko-chome.  Reckoning  from  this  beginning,  and  presuming 
that  all  the  remaining  kings  of  Manetho’s  first  six  regal  dy- 
nasties of  Lower  and  Central  Egypt  would  build  pyramids  in 
like  manner,  we  are  prepared  to  find  traces  of  any  number 
of  pyramid-tombs  of  kings  not  exceeding  5 + 84-9  + 8 + 9 + 

6 = 45,  besides  lesser  pyramids  of  queens  or  princesses,  since 
Herodotus  tells  us  of  the  existence  of  some  such ; and  recent 
discoveries  have  confirmed  the  accuracy  of  his  information. 
But  in  guessing  at  the  historical  antiquity  or  connection  of 
particular  pyramids  we  have  two  landmarks  to  keep  in 
view  : First,  there  is  the  admission  of  the  Memphite  priests 
that,  previously  to  the  time  of  Papa  Maire  and  his  succes- 
sor Sesortasen  L,  the  first  conqueror  of  Nubia,  no  one  of 
their  numerous  kings  had  waged  any  great  war,  or  left  any 
monument  which  was  very  remarkable.  The  pyramid-tombs 
then  of  the  kings  preceding  Papa  Maire  should  not  be  of 
any  very  admirable  workmanship,  nor  of  stupendous  dimen- 
sions. But  we  may  presume  that  the  earlier  of  them  all 
would  be  also  the  smaller,  and  that,  as  time  went  on,  they 
would  be  likely  to  increase  somewhat  in  size,  and  to  improve 
in  execution,  each  king  emulating  his  predecessor : also,  that 
their  relative  sizes  would  be  some  indication  of  the  length  or 
shortness  of  the  reigns  during  which  they  were  constructed: 
further,  that  they  would  probably  be  found  in  groups  repre- 
senting more  or  less  the  dynasties  with  which  each  group 
was  connected ; and  that  if  circumstances  made  one  part  or 
another  of  the  Libyan  hill  a common  locality  for  all,  the 
group  of  pyramids  nearest  to  Memphis  would  probably  con- 
tain the  tombs  of  many  of  the  local  Memphite  kings.  It  may 
be  presumed  too  that  the  pyramids  of  those  kings  who  were 
at  any  time  suzerains,  or  who  were  nearer  to  the  quarries, 
and  built  in  the  vicinity  of  their  own  city,  would  on  the 
whole  be  rather  larger  and  better  built  than  those  of  others 


Digitized  by  Googl 


ERATOSTHENES. 


363 


who  were  only  contemporaries  and  subordinate,  or  who 
resided  at  a distance  and  built  their  tombs  in  the  necropolis 
of  their  neighbours.  Secondly,  as  we  know  that  the  pyramids 
of  the  largest  size,  or  otherwise  most  remarkable,  were  built 
at  Gizeh  by  the  Suphises  and  Mencheres  during  about  78 
years  beginning  from  B.c.  (1932  — 29=1903—23  = ) 1880; 
and  as  the  same  social  changes  which  then  placed  a super- 
abundance of  labour  at  the  disposal  of  the  Memphite  kings 
operated  over  all  Egypt,  we  may  presume  that  the  next  largest 
and  most  remarkable  pyramids,  after  those  of  the  Souphises 
and  Mencheres,  would  be  those  of  the  contemporary  kings 
of  Dyn.  XII  (V  of  Africanus).  The  Shepherds  themselves 
probably  did  not  build  pyramids;  else  they  as  suzerains 
ought,  no  doubt,  to  have  built  the  largest  of  all ; and  it 
seems  sometimes  even  to  have  been  said  that  they  did.  And 
besides  some  kings  of  Dynasties  XI  and  XII  (IV  and  V of 
Africanus)  some  two  or  three  kings  of  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of 
Africanus),  viz.  Sesortasen  III.  and  Amenemhe  III.  and  IV. 
who  governed  in  the  Fayoum,  while  the  greatest  pyramids  of 
the  Memphites  and  Elephantinites  were  building,  would  be 
likely  to  leave  great  pyramids  also.  And,  to  speak  generally, 
after  the  fashion  of  building  vast  pyramids  had  once  come  in, 
though  later  kings  could  not  but  fall  short  somewhat  of  their 
predecessors  when  the  first  sudden  and  temporary  change 
caused  by  the  famine  had  passed  away  and  had  left  only  its 
modified  and  permanent  results,  still  it  may  well  be  con- 
ceived that  the  pyramids  even  of  the  shortest  and  least 
important  reigns,  even  to  the  end  of  Dynasties  XI,  XII,  and 
XV  (IV,  V,  and  Xll  of  Africanus),  would  continue  to 
exceed  in  size  those  even  of  the  longest  and  most  important 
reigns  of  any  earlier  dynasties. 

Upon  these  principles,  if  we  take  those  xxxix  pyramids 
which  were  .all  that  Col.  Howard  Vyse  and  Mr.  Perring  in 
1837  could  discover,  and  of  which  they  have  given  the  mea- 
surements, and  if  of  these  we  set  aside  only  the  six  which  are 
as  satellites  to  the  pyramids  of  Cheops  and  Mycerinus  as  being 
probably  the  tombs  of  their  queens  and  daughters,  and  allow 
all  the  rest,  viz.  xxxiii,  to  be  the  tombs  of  as  many  kings, 
— then,  as  we  know  the  two  great  pyramids  of  Gizeh  to 
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belong  to  kings  ii  and  iii  of  the  local  Memphites  of  Dyn.  XI 
(IV  of  Africanus),  we  may  make  a probable  guess  that  the 
two  next  greatest  will  be  the  works  of  their  contemporaries 
and  neighbours,  the  Elephantinite  Memphites  or  Heliopolites 
of  the  East  Bank,  who  will  be  kings  iii  and  iv  of  Dyn. 
XII  (V  of  Africanus).  And,  again,  we  may  guess  the  two 
next  greatest  (which  are  at  some  distance  southward,  at 
lllahoon  and  Meydoom)  to  belong  to  two  other  kings  also 
parallel  and  contemporary  (who  will  be  v and  vi)  of  Dyn. 
XV  (XII  of  Africanus),  the  kings  of  which  arc  known  to  have 
left  such  monuments  in  the  Fayoum.  Having  thus  begun 
three  parallel  series,  we  have  5 later  reigns  of  Dyn.  XI,  5 
of  Dyn.  XII,  and  1 at  least  of  Dyn.  XV,  without  counting 
its  last  two  short  reigns.  In  all  then  we  have  of  the  same 
three  dynasties  eleven  more  kings,  to  whom  we  may  appor- 
tion those  eleven  pyramids  which  come  next  in  point  of  size. 
And  after  thus  placing  conjecturally  the  (7  + 7 + 3 = )1 7 
largest  pyramids,  and  reserving  the  two  ruins  at  Biahmou, 
in  the  Fayoum,  as  given  both  by  Herodotus  and  by  local 
tradition  to  the  earlier  times  of  Papa  Maire,  we  may  revert 
to  that  point  of  time  at  which  the  building  of  the  largest 
pyramids  in  all  the  three  dynasties  commenced,  and  go 
backwards  from  it  step  by  step  from  the  greater  of  the 
pyramids  still  remaining  to  the  lesser,  and  from  the  later  to 
the  earlier  kings.  So  we  may  make  out,  as  a rough  approxi- 
mation, the  following  table,  apportioning  xx  of  the  most 
considerable  pyramids  to  as  many  kings  of  Dynasties 
XI,  3^11,  and  XV  (IV,  V,  and  XII  of  Africanus) ; the 
first  column  indicating  the  dynasty  of  Manetho  and  the  reign 
of  the  same  dynasty,  the  second  the  years  of  the  reign,  and 
the  third  the  modern  site  from  which  the  pyramid  paralleled 
with  the  reign  is  named.  Of  the  four  columns  of  figures 
which  follow,  the  first  two  give  in  English  feet  the  present 
length  of  the  base,  or  the  greatest  length,  if  the  sides  are  un- 
equal, and  the  present  perpendicular  height,  and  the  remain- 
ing two  give  the  original  length  of  the  base,  and  the  original 
height,  as  calculated  by  Mr.  Pcrring,  or,  from  his  data,  by 
M.  Bunsen.  The  decimals  of  the  exact  measurements,  as 
being  irrelevant  to  our  purpose,  are  omitted : — 
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Dyn.  of  Mao. 

Reign. 

Yeari.  Site  of  Pyramid. 

Bate. 

Height.  Origl.  do.  do. 

Dyn. 

XL 

i. 

20  ( Abou-roash  ? - 

\ Abouseer,  small  a ? - 

320. 



342. 



54. 

20. 

75. 

— 

n 

ii. 

43.  Gizch,  Great  A.  - - 

746. 

450. 

767. 

479. 

it 

iTi. 

36.  Gizeh,  2nd  A.  - - - 

690. 

447. 

705. 

457. 

il 

iv. 

23.  Gizeb,  3rd  A.  - - - 

352. 

203. 

352. 

219. 

M 

V. 

13.  Sakkara,  No.  3,  Gt.  A - 

350. 

190. 

399. 

200. 

1) 

vi. 

12.  Abouseer,  Gt.  A,  - - 

325. 

164. 

359. 

227. 

It 

vii. 

10.  Abouseer,  Mid.  A.  - - 

213. 

107. 

274. 

171. 

11 

vm. 

9.  Abouseer.  N.  3.  - - 

216. 

118. 

256. 

162. 

Dyn. 

XII. 

i. 

28.  Zawiet-el- Arrian  ? - - 

300. 

61. 





It 

ii. 

13.  Reegah?  - - - - - 

123. 

49. 

— 

. 

11 

ili. 

20.  Dashour,  N.  stone  A.  • 

700. 

326. 

719. 

342. 

It 

iv. 

27.  Dashour,  S.  stone  A.  - 

615. 

319. 

616. 

335. 

11 

V. 

20.  Lisbt,  S.  A.  - - - - 

450. 

68. 

— 



11 

vi. 

34.  Lisht,  N.  A.  - - - - 

360. 

69. 

— 



1» 

11 

vii. 

19.  Dashour,  (unfinished  A 
' l small  stone  A 

— 

— 

— 

— 

11 

vm. 

34.  Dashour,  S.  brick  A.  - 

300. 

90. 

342. 

125. 

11 

ix. 

23.  Dashour,  N.  brick  A.  - 

300. 

156. 

342. 

267. 

Dyn. 

XV. 

V. 

36.  Illahoon  - - - - - 

560. 

130. 

— 



11 

vi. 

43.  Illahoon  ..... 

530. 

224. 





11 

vii. 

8.  Howara  ..... 

300. 

106. 

383. 

— 

Of  the  remaining  pyramids,  no  less  than  10 

are  at 

Sakkara, 

the  proper  cemetery  of  Memphis,  and  they  suggest  by  their 
very  site,  and  by  the  scale  of  their  relative  proportions,  that 
they  belong  to  the  ix  earlier  kings  of  Memphis,  of  Mane- 
tho’s  Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus).  Beginning  then  from  the 
smallest,  this  group  will  stand  as  follows : — 


Dyn.  VIII  ? 

vii. 

18.  f Sakkara  ... 

- 

120. 

28. 





or  X ? 

viii. 

26.  \ Sakkara  - 

- 

120. 

28. 

— 

— 

Dyn.  X. 

i. 

28.  Sakkara,  No.  7. 

- 

140. 

27. 

— 

— 

11 

ii. 

29.  Sakkara,  No.  1. 

- 

210. 

59. 

— 

11 

iii. 

7.  Sakkara,  No.  4. 

- 

— 

— 

220. 

62. 

!» 

iv. 

26.  Sakkara,  No.  2 

- 

210. 

108. 

— 

— 

11 

V. 

20.  Sakkara,  No.  8. 

- 

240. 

87. 

— 

— 

11 

vi. 

18.  Sakkara,  (see  below) 

- 

— 

— 

309. 

60. 

11 

vii. 

22.  Sakkara,  No.  9. 

- 

• 250. 

40. 

— 

— 

11 

viii. 

38.  Sakkara,  No.  5. 

- 

245. 

75. 

— 

— 

11 

ix. 

26.  Sakkara,  No.  6.  - - 

- 

270. 

80. 

— 

— 

Of  these  the  one  between  No.  8 and  No.  9 is  a building  of 
pyramidal  but  irregular  form,  the  original  dimensions  of  which 
seem  to  have  been  at  the  base  309  feet  N.  and  S.,  by  217  E. 
and  W.,  and  at  top  263  by  181,  while  the  original  height  was 
in  the  centre  56,  and  at  the  ends  60  feet.  This  mass  is  called 
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Mustabat  el  Phnraoon,  i. e.  the  “Throne  of  Pharaoh:”  and 
supposing  it  to  be  the  tomb  of  a king,  we  shall  have  in  all 
at  Sakkara  eleven  royal  tombs  (besides  one  which  we  have 
given  on  account  of  its  size  to  Dyn.  XI),  being  two  more 
than  are  required  to  parallel  the  IX  reigns  of  Dyn.  X (III 
of  Africanus).  But  for  the  remaining  tombs  of  all  those 
early  kings  of  Lower  Egypt,  (viz.  3 of  Dyn.  VIII  and  9 of 
Dyn.  IX,  making  12  in  all,)  besides  those  of  any  kings  of 
Dynasties  XIII  and  XV  anterior  to  b.  c.  1932,  who  may- 
have  built  pyramids,  we  must  have  recourse  to  the  traces 
of  additional  pyramids  discovered  by  Lepsius  and  the  Prus- 
sian expedition:  for  Lepsius  considered  himself  to  have 
found  traces  more  or  less  distinct  of  above  fifty  pyramids  in 
all  in  Lower  or  Central  Egypt,  though  some  of  those  added 
by  him  to  the  list  are  confessed  to  have  been  very  small,  and 
therefore  not  likely  to  have  been  tombs  of  kings. 

So  then  there  is  no  superabundance  of  pyramids  now  ex- 
tant in  point  of  number,  nor  any  pyramids  of  incalculable 
antiquity,  nor  much  difficulty  in  classifying  those  which  are 
known,  and  assigning  them,  in  a rough  and  general  way,  to  the 
kings  of  Dynasties  X,  XI,  XII,  and  XV,  (III,  IV,  V,  and 
XII  of  Africanus).  But  if  one  wishes  to  go  further,  and  to 
assign  each  pyramid  to  its  proper  founder,  and  especially  if 
one  wishes  to  distinguish  the  tombs  of  the  first  two  Mem- 
phite suzerains,  Sahoura  and  Sncfrou  (the  pyramids  of  Papa 
Maire  and  his  queen  Anch-set-mire  we  may  find  at  Biahmou), 
or  if  it  be  said  that  Sesortasen  I.  and  his  colleagues,  Ame- 
nemhe  J.  and  II.,  may  probably  have  left  a pyramid,  or  pyra- 
mids, no  less  than  Papa  Maire,  and  if  so,  their  pyramids 
must  be  among  those  still  known,  and  greater  doubtless  than 
any  of  earlier  kings,  it  must  be  confessed  that  these  are  ques- 
tions which  at  present  admit  of  no  satisfactory  answer. 

But  before  we  pass  with  Eratosthenes  to  the  dynasties  of 
Upper  Egypt,  there  is  still  something  to  be  noticed  in  con- 
clusion respecting  his  representation  of  Dyn.  XIII  of 
Manetho  (VI  of  Africanus).  Why  it  was  introduced  only 
from  the  birth  of  Apappous  or  Phiops,  its  fourth  king,  his 
three  predecessors  in  Manetho’s  lists  being  unnoticed,  and 
why,  on  the  other  hand,  its  last  two  short  reigns  (which  one 
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might  have  expected  the  Theban  priests  to  omit)  are  not 
omitted,  and  why  the  12  years  of  Nitocris  are  reduced  to 
6,  has  been  explained  above.  But  one  purpose  which  the 
priests  had  in  view,  and  which  has  not  yet  been  noticed,  was 
this, — to  exhibit  and  mark,  as  if  at  the  commencement  of  the 
103  years  of  the  Chronicle,  the  same  sum  of  43  years  which 
Manetho  had  marked  as  belonging  to  the  end  of  the  same 
103  years,  by  attaching  it  to  his  Dyn.  XIV  (Dyn.  XI  of 
Africanus),  his  first  dynasty  of  Upper  Egypt.  The  circum- 
stance that  the  double  generation  of  Apappous  exceeded  by 
many  years  the  number  of  64  needed  to  complete  the  190 
years  of  the  Chronicle,  joined  with  the  necessity  of  inserting 
somewhere  three  supernumerary  generations  to  compensate 
for  the  three  suppressed  on  the  190  years  of  the  Chronicle, 
suggested  the  idea  of  imitating,  only  in  inverse  order,  that 
device  of  Manetho  by  which  he  first  exhibited,  as  attached 
to  his  sixth  and  last  dynasty  of  Lower  Egypt,  a remainder 
of  60  years,  and  then  exhibited  another  sum  of  43  years  as 
its  complement  in  connection  w'ith  his  earliest  dynasty  of 
Upper  Egypt,  the  two  together  making  up  the  103  years  of 
Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle.  So  Eratosthenes,  in  like 
manner,  was  made  by  the  Theban  priests  to  exhibit  first  a 
remainder  or  surplus,  not  of  60  but  of  43  years,  attached  to 
the  sixth  dynasty  of  Lower  Egypt,  and  running  over  from 
the  1 90  years  of  the  Chronicle,  and  then  another  sum,  not  of 
43  but  of  60  years,  as  its  complement,  in  connection  with  the 
earliest  dynasty  of  Upper  Egypt,  the  two  together  making 
up  the  103  years  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle. 

The  true  date  of  the  end  of  Dyn.  XIII  is  ascertainable 
from  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes  by  the  help  of  that  compo- 
sition of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  which  it  indicates. 
For  when  the  double  generation  (xxxi  and  xxxii),  repre- 
senting the  joint  reign  of  Sesortasen  I.  and  his  colleague,  is 
put  up  by  156  years  (which  it  is,  so  soon  as  the  head  of 
Dyn.  XVIII  is  allowed  to  rise  up  to  its  true  historical  place 
in  b.c.  1748),  its  first  year  stands  immediately  below  the 
single  year  of  the  successor  of  Apappous,  and  commences 
apparently  in  B.C.  1997,  66  years  instead  of  42  before  the 
true  end  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle.  We  have  then. 
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on  recognising  it  as  the  4th  generation  of  that  dynasty  of  the 
Chronicle,  to  move  it  down  again  so  that  the  end  of  its  42nd 
and  last  year  may  coincide  with  the  known  date  for  the  end 
of  the  same  dynasty  in  b.c.  1932,  Phiops,  who  has  already 
before  been  recognised  as  the  third  generation  of  the  same 
dynasty,  being  drawn  down  also.  Thus  at  length  the  end 
of  the  single  year  of  the  successor  of  Apappous  will  be  in  b.c. 
(1932  + 42  = ) 1974;  and  the  6 years  of  Nitocris,  or  rather 
the  12  (the  6 cut  off  from  her  by  Eratosthenes  being  re- 
stored), will  be  reckoned  from  thence,  and  will  give  B.C. 
(1974  — 12  = ) 1962  for  the  end  of  Dyn.  XIII  of  Manetho 
(VI  of  Africanus).  And  reckoning  upwards  we  shall  have 
B.C.  (1974  + 1 + 100  = ) 2074,  for  the  birth  of  Apappous  and 
the  commencement  of  those  107  years  of  his  dynasty,  which 
find  a place  in  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes. 

Towards  determining  the  total  duration  of  this  dynasty, 
and  the  exact  date  of  its  commencement,  Eratosthenes  affords 
no  help,  but  only  a general  hint  through  a date  preceding  by 
6 years  the  commencement  of  its  fourth  reign.  As  regards  the 
monuments,  it  is  remarkable  that  both  in  the  Karnak- Cham- 
ber and  in  the  tombs  of  Chenoboschion,  Teti,  who  may  be 
“ Tithoes  Pete- Such-os,”  the  founder  of  Crocodilopolis,  is  the 
only  predecessor  (unless  a name  read  Ati  be  Othoes,  the  head 
of  the  dynasty  and  a distinct  king)  whose  name  has  as  yet  been 
found  associated  with  that  of  Papa  Maire,  the  Phiops  and 
Apappous  of  Manetho  and  Eratosthenes.  And  it  is  to  be  re- 
membered that,  if  the  latter  was  only  a child  of  6 years  old  at 
his  first  accession,  he  must  necessarily  have  had  guardians 
reigning  for  him  and  with  him  for  some  considerable  time ; 
and  these,  if  relatives,  having  been  once  associated  in  the 
throne,  might  probably  figure  in  the  lists  as  reigning  on  to 
their  deaths ; so  that  both  the  absence  of  their  names  from 
the  monuments  ( if  they  are  really  altogether  absent)  may  be 
in  part  accounted  for ; and  the  true  historical  duration  of  the 
dynasty  may  be  suspected  to  have  been  something  less  than 
we  have  collected  from  the  lists. 

It  may  also  perhaps  be  questioned  whether  42  years  only 
are  to  be  reckoned  to  Sesortasen  I.  as  suzerain  with  Era- 
tosthenes, or  43,  as  seems  to  be  hinted  by  Manetho ; and 
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whether  the  single  year  of  the  successor  of  Phiops  (whom  we 
identify  with  Meran-re  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  and  of 
other  monuments)  really  belongs  or  not  to  the  sovereign 
Dynasty  XVII  of  the  Chronicle.  That  it  does  belong 
to  it  seems  to  be  the  safest  conclusion ; both  because  this  is 
indicated  by  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes,  and  because  the 
mere  shortness  of  this  king’s  reign  by  no  means  justifies  any 
suspicion  that  he  did  not  succeed  to  the  whole  authority  and 
pre-eminence  of  his  father,  with  whom  he  had  probably  been 
for  many  years  previously  associated.  On  the  other  hand 
the  female  name  Nitocris  of  itself  suggests  that  the  sove- 
reignty or  pre-eminence  over  all  Egypt  would  be  likely 
enough  at  her  accession  to  pass  into  another  line.  So,  when 
43  years  are  hinted  at  by  Manetho  in  connection  with  his 
Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus)  as  if  representing  the  time 
during  which  the  sovereignty  over  all  Egypt  was  with  the 
first  king  or  kings  of  his  next  following  Dynasty  XV  (XII 
of  Africanus),  this  may  be  explained  and  reconciled  either  by 
supposing  that  the  single  year  of  his  predecessor  Meranre 
is  consolidated,  and  covered  by  the  43  years  of  Sesortasen 
L,  his  accession  as  suzerain  being  antedated  by  one  year, 
or  by  supposing  (though  this  is  contrary  to  the  usual  prac- 
tice) that  the  43  years  of  Manetho  are  the  last  43  years 
current  of  the  reign  and  life  of  Sesortasen  I.  And  it  is  cer- 
tain that  when  these  43  and  the  16  of  Amenemhc  I.  are  added 
to  the  160  years  expressly  given  by  Manetho  to  his  Dyn. 
XV  (XII  of  Africanus),  Manetho’s  gross  sum  of  219  years 
exceeds  that  of  the  Turin  papyrus  for  the  same  dynasty  by 
nearly  6 years.  But  if  Meranre  is  not  reckoned  to  Dyn. 
XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  Papa  Maire  will  have  in  it  22  instead 
of  21  years,  and  Dyn.  XIII  of  Manetho  will  begin  and  end 
later  by  one  year  than  we  have  calculated. 

Dynasty  XIV  of  Manetho,  of  xvi  Diospolites  in  about 
392?  years,  partially  exhibited  by  Eratosthenes  in  two  groups 
of  iv  Generations  each,  with  60  and  90  years  respectively. 

That  the  eight  generations  to  which  we  now  come  are 
really  a representation  of  Dynasty  XIV  of  Manetho  (XI 
of  Africanus)  cannot  be  proved  by  any  identification  of 
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names,  since  Manetho  gives  none ; but  it  is  placed  beyond 
a doubt  by  other  considerations : First,  there  is  the  fact 
that  Eratosthenes  has  hitherto  been  following  the  otder  of 
Manetho’s  dynasties,  and  that  after  Dyn.  XIII  (containing 
Phiops  and  his  two  successors)  Dyn.  XIV  is  the  next  in 
order,  with  only  two  more  native  dynasties  following  it  (both 
cf  them  represented  in  the  series  of  Eratosthenes)  before 
one  comes  to  Dyn.  XVIII.  Again,  there  is  the  parallelism 
already  noticed  between  the  remainder  of  60  years  on  the 
six  early  dynasties  of  Lower  Egypt  and  its  complement  of 
43,  connected  by  Manetho  with  his  Dynasties  XIII  aud 
XIV,  and  the  similar  remainder  or  overplus  of  60  and  its 
complement  of  43,  exhibited  in  connection  with  Dyn.  XIII 
of  Manetho  and  some  other  line  of  kings  following  it  by 
Eratosthenes.  These  kings,  therefore,  may  be  presumed  to 
belong  to  Dyn.  XIV  of  Manetho,  unless  there  be  any  proof 
to  the  contrary.  Also,  we  have  seen  how  closely  the  series 
of  Eratosthenes  has  followed  hitherto  the  order  of  the  car- 
touches  which  are  to  the  left  hand  side  (of  the  spectator)  in 
the  Karnak  Chamber;  at  least  from  the  first  Memphite 
name  (for  the  Tanites  are  not  there  given) ; since  in  both 
alike  there  is  a series  of  vii  Memphites,  representing  Dy- 
nasty X of  Manetho ; and  in  both  alike  one  sees  the  last 
three  names  of  Dyn.  XIII  of  Manetho;  though  it  is  true  that 
Vii  generations  from  Dyn.  XI  of  Manetho  (IV  of  Afri- 
canus),  absent  from  the  Karnak  Chamber,  arc  enumerated 
by  Eratosthenes,  and  Teti,  the  predecessor  of  Phiops,  is 
absent  from  the  series  of  Eratosthenes,  though  he  appears  in 
the  Karnak  Chamber.  The  female  name,  too,  of  Nitocris 
may  probably  have  been  represented  in  the  Karnak  Chamber 
by  her  husband  Nephercheres.  But  these  discrepancies  are 
perfectly  intelligible.  And  the  next  series  in  the  Karnak 
Chamber,  which  is  made  to  inclose  within  itself  seven  car- 
touches from  the  distinct  line  of  Dyn.  XV  of  Manetho  (XII 
of  Africanus),  is  fixed  beyond  a doubt  by  the  tombs  of  its 
kings  found  near  Thebes,  and  by  other  monuments,  to  be  a 
representation  of  a line  of  above  xiii  Diospolites,  one  of 
whom  (and  he  not  the  first  nor  the  second)  was  bom  more 
than  90  years  before  the  first  accession  of  Sesortascn  I.  in  B.c. 
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1980,  while  the  last  of  them  was  the  immediate  predecessor  of 
Amosis  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII  of  Manetho  (and  also  of 
the  Chronicle).  There  is  no  doubt,  then,  that  this  monumental 
line  is  identifiable  also  with  Manetho’s  first  and  earliest  Dios- 
polite  dynasty,  which,  to  judge  by  analogy  only,  should  have 
rather  more  than  the  xm  names  or  generations  representing 
it  in  the  Karnak  Chamber.  For  instead  of  the  ix  names  of 
Dyn.  X,  the  Karnak  Chamber  has  only  vii ; and  instead  of 
the  vi  of  Dyn.  XIII,  it  has  only  iv;  and  lower  down,  in- 
stead of  the  viii  of  Dyn.  XV,  it  has  only  vii.  And  Ma- 
netho gives  expressly  to  his  Dyn.  XIV  sixteen  kings,  while 
to  judge  from  the  monuments,  and  from  the  analogy  of  Ma- 
netho’s lists  compared  with  the  monuments  in  other  cases,  its 
actual  kings  may  probably  have  even  exceeded  this  number. 
And  after  once  finding  proof  of  its  strictly  local  connection 
with  Thebes,  or  Hermonthis,  and  of  its  having  commenced 
long  before  Dynasty  XV  (XII  of  Africanus),  and  continued 
after  it,  down  to  the  time  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  one  must  view  it 
as  parallel  in  Upper  Egypt  and  contemporary  with  the 
local  Memphite  succession  of  Manetho’s  two  consecutive 
Dynasties  X and  XI  in  Lower  Egypt.  But  these  two  last- 
named  dynasties  having  (ix  + viii  = ) xvii  kings  in  a space 
of  214  + 178  = 392  years,  we  might  expect  the  Diospolites  of 
Upper  Egypt,  beginning  either  at  the  same  time  with  the 
Memphites,  or  a few  years  later  (for  they  would  not  be  likely 
to  begin  earlier),  to  last  nearly  the  same  time.  It  so  happens 
that  392  years  is  exactly  the  duration  which  an  estimate 
based  upon  the  average  of  244  years  would  assign  to  XVI 
reigns,  so  that  if  the  sixteenth  and  last  king  of  these  Dios- 
polites ended  at  the  commencement  of  Dynasty  XVIII,  in 
B.  c.  1748,  while  the  Memphites  of  Dyn.  XI  of  Manetho 
(IV  of  Africanus)  ended  6 years  earlier,  the  accession  of 
the  first  king  of  the  Diospolites  should  be  estimated  to  have 
been  in  B.C.  (1748  +392  = ) 2139,  6 years  later  than  that  of 
the  first  Memphites,  and  85  years  after  Menes. 

Assuming,  then,  as  admitted  by  the  reader,  that  those 
eight  generations  of  Eratosthenes  to  which  we  are  now  come 
arc  a representation  of  some  part  of  the  xvi  reigns  of  Dyn. 
XIV  of  Manetho  (XI  of  Africanus),  and  of  some  part  of  the 
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cartouches  numbered  1 to  13,  at  p.  293,  in  the  2nd,  3rd,  and 
4th  lines  to  our  left  in  the  Kamak  Chamber,  we  have  next 
to  observe  that  the  vm  generations  (xxiii  to  xxx  inclu- 
sively), are  divided  into  two  groups  of  four  each,  which  must 
be  considered  separately. 

The  first  group,  consisting  of  Generations  xxiii,  xxiv, 
xxv,  and  xxvi,  with  22  + 12  + 8 + 18,  amounting  in  all  to  a 
sum  of  only  60  years,  represents  in  the  whole  scheme  of  the 
(xv  + lxxvi  =)  xci  generations  the  iv  generations  of 
Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  a dynasty  which  in  it  is  called 
Memphite.  Nor  is  this  designation  unintelligible;  seeing 
that,  of  the  four  kings  chiefly  alluded  to  under  the  iv  gene- 
rations, the  first  two  have  been  found  to  be  from  Manetho’s 
Dyn.  X (III  of  Africanus),  and  so  strictly  and  locally  Mem- 
phites ; and  the  third,  Phiops,  has  been  found  to  be  from  a 
dynasty  (Dyn.  XIII),  which  is  called  by  Manetho  Memphite 
though  in  a wider  sense,  and  further,  to  have  inherited  in 
right  of  his  wife  the  sovereignty  of  the  two  local  Memphites 
preceding;  while  the  fourth  and  last  king,  Sesortasen  I., 
appears  on  contemporary  monuments  to  name  the  earlier 
Memphite  kings  as  his  personal  ancestors.  And  Erato- 
sthenes, having  now  paralleled  both  the  xv  generations  “ of 
the  Cycle,”  and  v out  of  the  viii  of  Dynasty  XVI  of  the 
Chronicle,  in  two  sums  of  443  and  190  years,  and  having 
also  appended  two  more  generations,  and  36  years  of  a third, 
in  compensation  for  the  ill  suppressed,  it  is  plain  that  the 
iv  generations  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  stand  next 
in  order,  and  that  they  are  now  represented  by  his  next 
four  generations ; though  four  Diospolites  of  Upper  Egypt 
are  substituted  for  those  four  Memphite  sovereigns  of  the 
Chronicle  with  whom  either  they,  or  some  other  kings  of 
their  much  longer  line,  were  really  contemporary. 

These  iv  generations,  being  meant  to  correspond  to  the 
iv  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  ought  naturally  also  to 
have  had  to  themselves  the  full  space  of  103  years,  instead 
of  only  completing  it  by  a complementary  sum  of  60  years, 
after  its  first  43  years  have  been  already  exhibited.  Thus 
they  seem  to  have  to  themselves  only  15  years  each.  But 
this  is  owing  partly  to  the  reign  of  Phiops  having  more  years 
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than  could  well  be  included  in  the  190  preceding,  and 
partly  to  the  necessity  of  inserting  three  compensatory 
generations  somewhere  (and  wherever  they  were  inserted, 
their  years  would  reduce  the  length  of  some  adjacent  gene- 
rations of  the  Chronicle).  Lastly,  it  is  owing  also  to  a 
desire  of  exhibiting  a surplus  of  just  43  years  running 
over  from  the  preceding  Memphites,  and  answering  to 
that  surplus  or  remainder  of  60  years  which  Manetho  ex- 
hibits at  the  end  of  the  same  Memphites,  in  order  that  it 
may  be  followed  by  a compensatory  sum  of  60  years  from  the 
Diospolites  of  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus),  just  as  Ma- 
netho’s  remainder  of  60  years  is  followed  by  a comple- 
mentary sum  of  43  years  attached  by  him  to  the  same 
Diospolites  of  his  Dynasty  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus). 

This  parallelism  of  the  60  + 43  = 103  years  of  Manetho 
and  43  + 60  = 103  years  of  Eratosthenes,  being  understood, 
it  will  be  understood  also  that  though  60  years  only  are 
given  in  the  series  of  Eratosthenes  to  his  Generations  xxm, 
xxiv,  xxv,  and  xxvi,  this  number  is  by  no  means  to  be 
taken  for  historical ; but  rather  the  whole  sum  of  103  years 
belonging  to  those  four  generations  of  the  Chronicle  for  which 
they  stand  is  indicated  as  really  belonging  to  these  four  also. 
And  as,  in  dealing  with  Mcnes  and  his  four  successors,  who 
seemed  to  occupy  the  whole  sum  of  190  years  belonging  to 
the  viii  Tanitcs  of  the  Chronicle,  no  one  would  think  that 
three  of  Manetho’s  viii  names  were  really  to  be  suppressed 
as  unhistorical  merely  because  omitted  by  Eratosthenes,  so 
here  in  like  manner,  in  dealing  with  the  iv  generations  which 
are  curtailed  of  their  proper  average  by  the  addition  of  three 
supernumerary  and  merely  compensatory  generations  within 
the  space  of  the  103  years  of  the  Chronicle,  one  must  not 
hesitate  to  restore  to  them  their  full  historical  sum  of  103 
years,  their  right  to  which,  far  from  being  rendered  question- 
able, is  rather  indicated  and  held  in  trust  for  them,  by  those 
compensatory  generations. 

Allowing  them,  then,  instead  of  60,  the  full  103  years  of 
the  Chronicle,  or,  if  any  one  prefer  it,  at  the  least  that  sum 
of  98  years  which  they  would  claim  according  to  the  usual 
average,  it  follows  next  to  inquire  to  what  part  of  the  whole 
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dynasty,  and  of  its  392  years,  are  these  IV  generations  and 
their  103  or  98  years  to  be  referred?  No  one  of  the  iv 
names  being  identifiable  with  any  certainty,  we  can  only  con- 
jecture that  they  represent  the  earlier  part  of  the  dynasty, both 
because  we  have  found  that  they  are  liable  to  be  moved  up 
by  156  years  from  the  chronological  point  at  which  they  first 
seem  to  stand  in  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes ; that  is,  so  as  to 
end  in  B.c.  2047  instead  of  u.c.  1932;  and  also  because  the 
last  name  of  the  later  group  of  iv  names  seems  to  be  identi- 
fiable with  that  of  the  last  monumental  king  who  immediately 
preceded  Amosis,  which  shows  that  those  four  names,  with 
their  years,  are  taken  from  the  last  part  of  the  dynasty.  And 
if  so,  it  is  most  symmetrical  and  most  agreeable  to  analogy 
to  suppose  that,  the  earlier  and  separate  group  is  taken  from 
the  earlier  part  of  the  dynasty,  the  middle  part,  for  which 
there  was  no  room,  being  perhaps  represented  indirectly  by 
that  contemporary  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus)  which  was 
really  both  preceded,  and  accompanied,  and  outlasted,  by  the 
Diospolite  of  Dyn.  XIV  (XI  of  Africanus).  And  with  this 
supposition  the  order  of  the  cartouches  in  the  Karnak 
Chamber  agrees  so  well  (as  may  be  seen  by  referring  to  p. 
293),  that  it  may  be  even  thought  to  have  itself  suggested 
the  idea  of  taking  from  the  top  and  bottom  of  Dyn.  XIV 
its  first  and  last  years,  so  that,  when  these  were  referred  to 
their  true  historical  and  chronological  places,  the  generations 
representing  the  next  dynasty  (Dyn.  XV  of  Manetho,  XII 
of  Africanus)  should  be  inclosed  within  them,  and  they,  being 
partly  prefixed  to  its  head  above,  and  partly  appended  to  it 
below,  should  supply  what  was  wanting  to  it,  whether  in 
point  of  antiquity  or  continuance,  towards  the  exhibition  of 
a full  Diospolite  series. 

"icy'.  @r)ftaio)v  icy'  ifiacn'Xsvtre  Mi/pxator  1\ fXfuovd&OTOS,  err] 
k0."  “ Nantef  Mentuliotep  ? reigned  22  years.”  Possibly 
Mupravot  may  be  a corruption  of  Nairavoy,  and  'Ap/uovohoTos 
a free  translation  of  Mentuhotep,  Mentu,  the  god  of  the 
earlier  city  Ilermonthis,  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Nile,  being 
rendered  by  Ammon,  because  he  in  later  times  was  the  chief 
deity  of  Thebes,  which  was  named  from  him  No-Amon,  or 
Diospolis.  In  the  same  way  these  kings  themselves  are 
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called  Thebans  and  “ Diospolites ; ” though  Thebes  as  dis- 
tinct from  Hermonthia  is  unnamed  on  the  altar  of  Papa- 
Id  aire  ; and  notwithstanding  that  Sesortasen  I.  founded  the 
sanctuary  of  Karnak,  it  was  not  till  the  time  of  Dyn.  XVIII 
that  the  city  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Nile  rose  to  importance. 
Whatever  becomes  of  our  guess  as  to  the  two  names,  the 
sense  of  “ Ammonodotus”  can  scarcely  be  extracted  as  a gloss 
out  of  “ Myrtteus ; ” and,  if  Eratosthenes  was  to  place  a selec- 
tion from  the  first  names  of  this  line  as  it  appears  at  Karnak 
(not  having  room  for  all),  the  name  with  which  he  would  most 
naturally  begin  would  be  that  of  Mentuhotep,  which  stands 
as  No.  2 of  the  line  at  p.  293,  since  this  Mentuhotep  ap- 
pears as  the  first  king.  But  though  his  is  the  first  cartouche, 
his  name  is  preceded  by  another  not  inclosed  in  a cartouche, 
nor  accompanied  by  royal  titles,  but  having  the  title  of  Erpa,  jV'ir*  From 
or  Prince.  It  may  be  conceived  then  that  the  two  ntunes  »■  . ai.Wto 
were  joined  together  so  as  to  hint  at  once  at  two  distinct 
generations,  Nantef,  as  the  family  name  and  the  name  of  the 
prince  who  was  the  founder  of  the  house,  being  put  first,  uni u>oi<-P 
and  Mentuhotep , the  proper  name  of  the  second  ruler  of  the « c.  aaoo 
Nantef  line,  who  was  however  the  first  king,  being  conjoined. 

Further,  the  name  Ammonodotus  serves  to  mark  the  transi- 
tion from  the  Memphites  of  Manetlio  to  the  Diospolites,  just 
as  the  gloss  or  epithet  attached  to  Irotyap  Mo/a- 

marked  the  transition  from  the  still  earlier  Tanitcs  or 
'rhinites  to  the  Memphites.  Making  then  of  this  a double 
generation,  and  paralleling  the  two  names  with  the  first  two 
names  of  the  dynasty  in  the  Karnak  Chamber,  we  must 
make  an  addition  to  our  former  estimate,  and  allow  to  the 
four  Generations  xxih,  xxiv,  xxv,  and  xxvi  of  Erato- 
sthenes, 103  or  98  years  as  directly,  and  24£  more  as  indi- 
rectly, connected  with  them : and  as  we  have  set  aside  the 
sums  of  years  nominally  attached  to  the  four  generations,  we 
must  be  content  to  give  to  all  the  reigns  alike  one  uniform 
and  average  length,  only  noticing  such  chronological  indica- 
tions as  may  be  anywhere  applicable.  It  is  to  be  remem- 
bered, also,  that  our  date  for  the  commencement  of  the  Dios- 
polite  line,  besides  being  in  itself  conjectural,  depends  in  some 
degree  upon  the  date  which  may  be  assigned  not  only  to  the 
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commencement  of  the  earliest  Memphites,  but  also  to  the 
commencement  of  the  second  or  secondary  line  of  Tanites, 
especially  if  these  latter  are  supposed  to  have  reigned  at 
Heliopolis ; for  the  foundation  of  Hermonthis  was  certainly 
later  than  that  of  Heliopolis  or  On,  seeing  that  one  of  its 
early  names  is  On-Res,  “ On  of  the  South,”  and  its  local 
god  Mentu  or  Mentu-Ra  is  twin-brother  to  the  god  Atum  of 
Heliopolis.  In  later  times  the  form  Amon-Munt  also  occurs. 
Assuming,  therefore,  that  the  earliest  Memphite  dynasty  com- 
menced as  early  as  b.c.  2145,  and  that  the  second  dynasty 
of  the  Tanites  commenced  at  Heliopolis  in  B.c.  (1932  + 224 
= (2155,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  allowing  that  the  Prince 
Nantef,  the  founder  of  his  house,  may  have  begun  to  rule 
at  Hermonthis,  or  “ On  of  the  South,”  as  early  as  b.c. 
(1748+-392  = )2139;  and  from  this  point  we  shall  reckon 
downwards. 

“ ich'.  ®i]j3ai(ov  kS'  i/3aaiXeuae  Qvocu/xdfnjs,  o eari  Kparaios, 
"HXtos  [so  perhaps  we  should  transpose  and  read  the  gloss 
Kparaios,  6 ianv  "IlXtov]  eri)  if.”  “ Thuosimares,  12 
years.”  The  3rd  and  4th  representatives  of  the  line  in 
the  Karnak  Chamber  are  both  named  Nantef,  and  probably 
they  had  no  second  cartouche;  but  if  standards  and  standard 
titles  were  already  in  use,  the  name  of  Eratosthenes  may  pos- 
sibly have  been  derived  from  the  standard.  To  judge  from  its 
appearance  its  Egyptian  elements  should  be  tseser  (xpdros) 
via  (the  cubit)  and  Re ; and  we  find  on  monuments  two 
later  Nantef  kings  of  the  same  family  name  into  whose 
throne  and  standard  names  the  elements  ma  and  Re  enter. 
These  are  Ra-tap-ma-kherp  and  Ra-her-her-ma-khcrp.  If 
the  gloss  is  only  Kparaios  "HXios,  it  cannot  be  complete  nor 
closely  accurate,  as  the  syllable  ma  is  left  by  it  unexplained. 

“ /re'.  (di)/3ai(ov  ice  iffaaiXevae  ©iVtXXoy,  6 ianv  Avjpjaas  to 
rrdrpiov  Kpdros,  rrq  ■>/.”  “ Thinillus,  which  means  Who  in- 

creased the  power  of  his  father,  8 years.”  The  king  alluded 
to  is  no  doubt  a Nantef,  and  the  gloss  might  be  obtained  from 
the  name  of  one  of  the  kings  of  this  family.  For  there  is 
one  who  adds  to  his  personal  name  Nantef  the  peculiar  suf- 
fix Aa,  meaning  rjreat ; and  the  syllable  tef  which  in  names 
of  this  family  is  generally,  but  not  invariably,  annexed 
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to  the  root,  llann  or  Nan,  is,  in  sound  at  least,  equivalent  to 
the  Greek  irarpos  airrov,  and  may  he  the  source  of  the  word 
irarpiov  in  the  gloss.  The  sense  of  the  root  is  to  bring,  as  to 
bring  tribute.  But  the  King  Nantef-aa  could  not  be  paral- 
leled with  any  earlier  name  of  this  dynasty  in  the  Ivarnak 
Chamber  than  No.  5,  even  though  we  were  to  allow  that  the 
adjunct  Aa  might  be  omitted,  and  that  a king  who  is  known 
to  have  had  a double  cartouche  might  be  represented  in  the 
Karnak  Calendar  by  his  personal  name,  as  seems  to  be  the 
case  with  Papa  Maire.  For  of  the  three  earlier  Nantefs, 

Nos.  1,  2,  and  4,  in  the  Karnak  Chamber,  the  first  has  no 
cartouche  at  all,  and  only  the  title  of  Erpa,  “ Prince  and  all 
the  three,  together  with  No.  2,  who  is  Mentuhotep  I.,  have 
only  the  title  of  Horus,  not  the  full  royal  titles,  Souten  Kheb 
(the  sprig  and  the  bee)  or  Neter-Nepher  “ the  Good  Deity,” 
which  are  added  alternately  to  the  later  cartouches,  proba- 
bly from  No.  5 inclusively.  No.  8 is  unfortunately  wanting, 
but  it  may  be  supposed  to  have  contained  the  name  Nantef- 
aa  ; indeed  either  it  or  No.  7 must  have  done  so,  unlesB  this 
king  was  omitted  altogether,  which  is  not  probable. 

We  are  acquainted  through  the  monuments  with  several 
names  of  this  line  which  may  be  presumed  to  be  among  the 
earliest,  inasmuch  as  they  are  contained  in  a single  cartouche. 

The  tomb  of  one  of  these,  Si-Ra- liann-aa,  is  mentioned  as 
the  second  of  ten  regal  tombs  (all  but  that  of  Amenoph  I. 
connected  with  Dyn.  XIV),  which  were  examined  under 
Raineses  III.  The  papyrus  Abbott  containing  the  report 
of  this  examination,  which  has  been  illustrated  by  Mr. 

Birch,  is  now  in  the  British  Museum.  From  the  simple  form 
of  the  name  one  might  be  tempted  to  identify  the  king 
Ilan-aa  even  with  the  Prince  Nantef,  the  founder  of  the 
dynasty,  who  is  No.  I in  the  Karnak  Chamber.  Ilis  name 
being  found  inclosed  in  a cartouche  in  the  papyrus  alluded 
to  is  no  proof  to  the  contrary.  Still,  it  may  be  safer  to  sup- 
pose that  he  is  Nantef  II.  The  name  Mentuhotep  also  occurs  n. 

r • i rt  • i . • _ ■*.  _ 23  yean.  n.c. 

with  the  title  i>i-Iia  inclosed  in  a single  cartouche;  and  if;**'^0BC- 
any  where  this  single  cartouche  is  unaccompanied  by  other 
titles  proper  to  Mentuhotep  II.  or  III.,  it  may  be  ascribed, 
conjecturally  at  least,  to  the  first  of  the  name,  Mentuhotep  I. 
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Xantrf  111. 
24  year*  b.c. 
2iH15  to  B.C. 

2 141  ? 


h'nnlcj  IV. 

2ft  years,  b.c. 
2041  to  b.c. 
2016. 


Another  Nantef  taking  only  a single  cartouche  with  the 
title  of  Jlorus,  and  a standard  bearing  the  device  Uah-anch, 
is  known  from  a stele  found  at  Semneh,  in  Nubia,  and 
now  preserved  in  the  Leyden  Museum.  The  stele  itself  is 
dated  in  the  33rd  year  of  Sesortasen  I.,  which  if  reckoned 
from  his  first  accession,  and  so  as  to  allow  between  48  and 
49  years  for  his  whole  reign,  may  have  begun  some  months 
after  Dec.  24  of  B.c.  (1932  + 17  = ) 1949,  that  is,  in  B.c.  1948. 
The  deceased  person  to  whom  offerings  are  made  in  this 
stele,  and  whose  name  was  Nantef-akr,  tells  us  himself,  in  the 
inscription,  that  it  was  in  the  reign  of  Hot  Uah-anch  Si-Ra 
Nantef  that  the  father  of  the  father  of  his  father  was  made 
scribe  of  the  canal  of  the  great  cemetery  of  Abydos.  But 
even  if  we  suppose  the  deceased  Nantef-akr  who  speaks  to 
have  been  born  as  late  as  b.c.  (1948  + 32  = ) 1980,  about  the 
time  of  the  first  accession  of  Sesortasen  I.,  and  to  have  died 
at  the  early  age  of  33,  w hich  is  improbable,  and  reckon  back- 
wards 30  years  from  any  appointment  of  his  father,  about  the 
time  of  his  own  birth,  to  a similar  appointment  of  his  grand- 
father, and  again  30  years  to  that  appointment  of  his  great- 
grandfather which  is  mentioned,  this  latter  appointment  will 
not  be  later  than  b.c.  (1980  + 60  = ) 2039.  But  as  the  life  of 
the  deceased  Nantef-akr  may  be  estimated  with  more  proba- 
bility at  50  or  60  than  at  33  years,  the  date  alluded  to  in  the 
reign  of  the  Ilorus,  Uah-anch  Nantef,  may  have  been  as  early 
as  b.c.  2065 ; and  his  reign  should  be  the  fourth  average 
reign  of  Dyn.  XIV  of  Manetho;  and  since  he  has  only  the 
title  of  Horus,  we  may  identify  him,  under  the  name  of 
Nantef  111.,  with  the  cartouche  No.  4 at  Karnak. 

After  him  we  may  insert  conjecturally,  as  Nantef  IV.,  a 
king  who  has  no  longer  only  the  title  of  Horus,  but  the  full 
royal  title  of  Souten  Kheh  (the  sprig  and  the  bee),  but  still 
with  only  a single  cartouche.  Of  three  Nantefs  whose 
wooden  sarcophagi  found  near  Goumeh  are  now  in  the 
Museums  of  London,  Paris,  and  Berlin,  this  one  seems  to  be 
the  earliest,  as  the  other  two  are  known  to  have  taken  the 
double  cartouche.  All  the  three  coffins  and  their  cases  are 
much  alike  in  form  and  appearance,  being  covered  all  over 
with  gilding,  but  showing  their  antiquity  by  their  compara- 
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tive  simplicity,  and  by  a certain  inferiority  of  workmanship. 
That  of  the  king  whom  we  call  Nantef  IV.  was  bought  from 
the  Anastasi  collection  for  the  British  Museum,  together  with 
a jasper  searabseus  said  by  the  Arabs  to  have  been  found  in 
it.  But  this  assertion  may  be  disregarded  as  untrue.  For 
they  had  destroyed  the  mummy  of  the  king  Nantef,  and  had 
substituted  for  it  the  mummy  of  a priest  taken  from  another 
tomb  in  the  same  neighbourhood.  Wherever  found,  the 
scarabmus  bears  on  it  the  cartouche  of  a king  named  Sebek- 
em-saf  belonging  to  this  same  Dyn.  XIV  of  Manetho  (XI 
of  Africanus) ; and,  besides  the  cartouche,  there  is  on  it  an 
extract  from  cap.  64  of  the  Ritual  of  the  Dead,  which  is  said, 
in  a rubric  in  some  copies  of  the  Ritual,  to  have  been  found  at 
Hermopolis,  and  carried  away  thence  by  a prince  named 
Har-tetef,  in  the  time  of  the  king  Mencheres.  It  was  found 
inscribed  on  burnt  bricks  painted  blue  placed  under  the  feet 
of  the  god  Thoth,  and  supposed  to  have  been  written  by  the 
god's  own  hand.  The  king  Sebek-em-saf,  therefore,  and  his 
scarabams,  must  seemingly  be  later  than  the  time  of  the  Mem- 
phite king  Mencheres,  if  he  is  the  Mencheres  alluded  to ; and 
the  prince  Har-tetef,  if  of  the  Nantef  family,  must  have  been 
a remote  descendant  of  the  king  named  by  us  Nantef  IV., 
whose  gold  diadem  with  its  urasus  is  at  Leyden,  and  whose 
coffin,  with  its  single  cartouche,  is  in  the  British  Museum. 

This  king  cannot  be  identified  with  any  one  of  those  who 
were  represented  in  the  Karnak  Chamber,  as  its  Nos.  1,  2, 
3,  and  4 have  only  the  title  of  Horns,  and  No.  5,  which  is 
blank,  is  wanted  for  the  king  Nantef-aa,  who  is  known  to 
have  taken  a double  cartouche.  But  as  the  Karnak  Chamber 
had  only  xm  names  in  all  from  this  line,  and  so  certainly 
omitted  three  of  Manetho’s  xvi  kings,  there  is  nothing 
strange  in  our  finding  a king  who  appears  to  have  been  thus 
omitted.  It  may  even  be  that  not  one  only  but  two  of  those 
omitted  arc  among  the  earlier  names  of  the  dynasty.  For 
we  have  calculated  this  dynasty  to  have  begun  perhaps  in 
b.c.  2139,  only  6 years  after  the  earliest  Memphite  dynasty 
(X  of  Manetho,  III  of  Afric.);  and  if  after  this  we  take  the 
first  six  names  of  these  Thebans,  as  they  stand  at  Karnak,  to 
represent  the  first  six  of  their  line  without  any  omissions, 
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wc  shall  have  the  fifth  (or  for  certain  the  sixth)  Theban 
name  in  possession  of  full  royal  titles,  and  seemingly  also 
of  the  double  cartouche,  two  generations  before  the  Mem- 
phite suzerain  Snefrou,  who  stands  seventh  of  his  line, 
and  three  before  Papa  Maire,  whose  double  cartouche  is 
otherwise  the  earliest  known.  And  a consideration  of 
the  monumental  names  of  Theban  kings  probably  identi- 
fiable with  Nos.  5,  6,  and  7 in  the  Karnak  Chamber,  points 
the  same  way.  For  we  know  of  two  Nantef  kings  and  one 
Mentuhotep  of  the  earlier  part  of  Dyn.  XIV.  who  all  have 
the  double  cartouche ; and  the  last-named  of  the  three  has 
the  Vulture  and  Ur  ecus,  and  the  Gold  Horus  titles  besides.  All 
these  three  are  less  likely  to  have  been  omitted  in  the  Kar- 
nak Chamber  than  other  earlier  kings.  But  if  we  give  to 
them  the  cartouches  Nos.  5,  6,  and  7,  and  make  them  at  the 
same  time  to  have  been  the  5th,  6th,  and  7th  kings  of  the 
xvi  of  the  whole  line,  they  will  be  the  contemporaries  of 
the  three  Memphite  suzerains  Sahoura,  Snefrou,  and  Papa 
Maire,  and  will  seem  to  have  led  the  way  in  introducing, 
rather  than  to  have  followed  others  in  adopting,  the  double 
cartouche,  which  is  not  seen  on  the  monuments  of  Sahoura  or 
of  Snefrou.  This  is  possible,  indeed,  seeing  that  the  later 
Memphites  and  Elcphantinites,  or  Heliopolites,  who  were 
tributaries  under  the  Shepherds  seem  to  have  continued 
(with  only  occasional  exceptions)  to  use  the  single  cartouche 
when  the  double  was  used  not  only  by  the  Shepherds,  their 
suzerains,  but  also  by  every  petty  king  in  Nubia  and  Upper 
Egypt.  Still,  we  must  not  unnecessarily  so  place  any  mo- 
numental names  as  to  imply  that  this  was  so.  But  it  is  most 
likely  that  those  Diospolites  of  Dyn.  XIV  who  during  their 
lives  used  the  double  cartouche  were  later  than  Papa  Maire, 
and  followed  a custom  previously  introduced  by  him.  And 
it  is  most  likely  that  any  Theban  king,  as  Mentuhotep  II., 
who  takes  the  Gold  Horns  title,  or  the  titles  Neb-iri-t,  Neb- 
teti,  was  later  than  Snefrou,  and  followed  in  these  points  a 
custom  previously  introduced  by  him  or  by  his  father. 

'■  A papyrus  probably  found  in  the  same  tomb  with  the  sar- 
cophagus and  mummy  of  the  king  Nantef-aa  or  of  his  suc- 
cessor (both  now  in  the  Louvre  at  Paris),  but  purloined  and 
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sold  separately  by  the  Arabs,  seems  to  require  that  the  king 
in  whose  tomb  it  was  found  should  be  placed  one  generation 
later  than  Snefrou.  In  this  most  ancient  and  curious  writing 
which  has  been  illustrated  by  M.  Chabas,  and  which  consisted 
originally  of  moral  sentences  in  two  parts,  the  author,  a 
“ Royal  Relative,”  whose  name  was  Ptah-hotep,  and  who  had 
reached  when  he  wrote  his  last  words  the  great  age  of  110 
years,  mentions  the  names  of  three  kings,  all  seemingly  of 
the  Memphite  Dynasty  X of  Manetho  (III  of  Africanus), 
and  identifiable  with  cartouches  which  appear  in  the  upper- 
most line  to  our  left  in  the  Karnak  Chamber.  These  names 
are  Assa,  Ur-Aan  (Sahoura?)  and  Snefrou,  whose  accession 
is  alluded  to  as  the  most  recent,  and  as  following  upon  the 
decease  of  Ur-Aan.  But  according  to  our  conjectural  esti- 
mate, based  only  on  the  average  length  of  reigns,  the  king 
Nantef-aa,  in  whose  tomb  this  MS.  is  said  to  have  been  found, 
would  reign  from  b.c.  2016  to  B.C.  1992 ; while  the  acces- 
sion of  Snefrou,  according  to  the  indication  of  Eratosthenes 
should  be  in  B.c.  (2034  — 18  = ) 2016. 

The  sarcophagus  of  Nantef-aa,  whom  we  call  Nantef  V., 
and  identify  with  No.  5 of  the  Karnak  Chamber  and  with 
the  sixth  of  Manctho’s  xvi  kings,  resembles  closely  that  of 
the  earlier  Nantef  in  the  British  Museum,  which  possesses 
a limestone  pyramidion  of  the  same  king.  On  the  sarcopha- 
gus in  the  Louvre  there  is  only  a single  cartouche  with  the 
family  or  personal  name,  and  the  adjunct  aa ; but  on  the 
pyramidion  in  the  British  Museum,  taken  also  no  doubt  from 
his  tomb,  he  has  both  the  throne-name,  Souten  Kheb , It  a-  Tap- 
ma-kkerp,  and  the  personal  name,  Si-Ba  Nantef-aa.  The 
standard  name  is  Hor  Tap-ma.  It  is  mentioned  in  the 
inscription  on  the  coffin  that  this  king  was  buried  by  “ his 
brother,  the  king  Nantef,”  whom  we  shall  call  Nantef  VI., 
and  identify  conjecturally  with  No.  6 of  the  Karnak  Cham- 
ber. The  outer  cover  of  the  sarcophagus  of  Nantef-aa  is 
in  the  Museum  at  Berlin,  and  exhibits  his  name  like  the 
inner.  His  tomb  is  named  in  the  papyrus  Abbott  as  the 
fourth  of  the  ten  examined  in  the  time  of  Rameses  III. 

Side  by  side  with  the  sarcophagus  of  Nantef-aa  there  stands  .\w,/  n. 
in  the  museum  of  the  Louvre  another  similar  sarcophagus,  tsjnfwV"’. 
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still  covered  by  its  outer  case,  which  exhibits  the  name  of  a 
king  Nantef,  whom  we  may  suppose  to  be  the  son  of  the  pre- 
ceding, or  the  brother  who  buried  him.  We  shall  identify 
him  as  Nantef  VI.  with  No.  6 of  the  Karnak  Chamber,  the 
first  cartouche  of  this  line  which  has  the  title  Neter  Nepher 
Makhrou  (the  Good  Deity,  the  Justified)  peculiar  to  a 
deceased  king  ; and  joined  with  Neter  Nepher,  the  title 
Neb  Teti,  “ Lord  of  the  Two  Regions,"  which  afterwards, 
together  with  Neb  Schaou,  “ Lord  of  Diadems,”  is  often  either 
added  to  or  substituted  for  the  titles  Souten  Kheb  and  Si- 
Ra  prefixed  to  the  throne-name  and  to  the  personal  name  of 
kings.  The  sarcophagus  of  this  king  exhibits  a double  car- 
touche : but  one  of  the  two  names  (the  throne-name,  with  the 
sprig  and  the  bee)  has  been  put  in  on  the  breast,  as  if  at 
some  later  time,  to  facilitate  recognition,  in  black  pigment 
over  the  gilding.  The  names  are  Souten  Kheb,  Ra-her-lier- 
ma-kherp,  Si-Ra-Nantef.  The  fact  that  the  throne-name 
was  added  afterwards  seems  to  indicate  that  when  Nantef 
VI.  died  (which  should  be,  according  to  our  estimate,  about 
B.c.  1968,  6 years  after  the  death  of  Papa  Maire),  the 
official  use  of  the  double  cartouche  was  not  as  yet  a settled 
custom  in  this  Diospolite  family,  seeing  that  none  of  those 
three  sarcophagi  of  Nantefs  which  have  been  found  bore  it 
originally.  And  if  so,  we  must  suppose  the  pyramidion  of 
Nanlef-aa,  with  its  double  cartouche,  to  have  been  added  in 
like  manner,  and  placed  in  his  tomb,  not  only  after  his  own 
death  but  also  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 

MevtuMotrp  The  king  Mentuhotep  II.,  Ra-neb-teti,  whom  we  place  next, 
b.c.  1968  to  and  whom  we  suppose,  with  his  throne-name,  lia-ncb-teti,  to 
have  once  filled  the  cartouche  No.  7 of  the  Karnak  Chamber 
now  destroyed,  could  not  well  have  been  placed  earlier,  whe- 
ther in  the  other  blank  cartouche  No.  5,  or  as  a king  omitted, 
because  he  has  all  the  royal  titles ; not  merely  the  double 
cartouche,  but  also  the  Vulture  and  Urceus  title,  and  the  Gold 
or  Gold  Ilorus  title ; and  this  fact  seems  to  require  that  he 
should  be  placed  one  or  two  generations  after  Snefrou.  He 
takes  one  and  the  same  title,  Neb-teti,  three  times  over,  in  his 
standard,  with  the  Vulture  and  Uraeus,  and  in  one  of  his  car- 
touches,  where,  with  the  usual  prefix,  Ra,  it  constitutes  his 
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throne-name.  In  an  inscription  on  the  Kosseir  road,  pub- 
lished by  Major  Burton,  he  speaks  of  himself  as  having  done 
something  with  the  help  of  an  officer  named  Amenemhe. 

The  title  Neb-teti  or  toti  having  appeared  already  in  the  Kar- 
nak  Chamber  in  connection  with  kings  of  Dyn.  XIII,  and  in 
this  Dyn.  XIY  in  connection  with  the  cartouche  No.  6, which 
we  call  Nantef  VI.,  while  Nantef  V.  and  VI.,  if  we  have 
rightly  placed  them  as  Nos.  5 and  6 of  the  Karnak  Chamber, 
have  the  elements  Ma-re  both  in  their  throne  and  standard 
names,  it  is  possible  that  the  &vo<np.dprjs  of  Eratosthenes  may 
have  been  made  from  Neb- toti  Mare,  the  Neb  (which  signifies 
Lord)  being  dropped.  And  if,  at  the  same  time,  the  Greek 
name  Thinillus  is  formed  from  P-Hannou-aa  or  P-IIannou-ef 
(both  of  which  variants  for  Nantef-aa  may  be  justified  from 
the  papyrus  Abbott  of  the  time  of  Ilameses  III.),  while  the 
adjuncts  tef-aa  are  the  source  of  the  gloss,  it  will  seem  that 
in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  the  order  in  which  the  two 
brothers  are  named  by  the  Karnak  Chamber  is  reversed. 

The  eighth  name  in  the  Karnak  Chamber  is  preserved,  sneph friar 
and  reads  Snepberkar ; and  we  may  perhaps  venture  to  i%  "o’b.’  .0' 
identify  this  name  with  the  Xev(f>povKpdTr)s,  or  ’S.ep.cppov- 
Kpdrrji,  who  stands  as  Generation  xxvi  in  the  series  of 
Eratosthenes.  The  Greek  gloss  is  'Hpa/cXiJy,  'ApiroKpaTps. 

If  there  is  any  truth  in  this  conjecture,  it  will  carry  us  on  to 
the  conclusion  that  whether  Eratosthenes  went  himself  to 
Thebes  in  the  first  instance,  or  only  sent  to  the  priests  there 
a notice  of  what  he  wanted,  he  did  not  remain  till  they  had  . 
completed  their  task,  nor  receive  from  their  lips  the  expla- 
nation of  the  names  of  the  kings  in  the  series  which  they 
had  made  out  for  him.  On  the  contrary,  he  probably  re- 
ceived at  Alexandria  in  writing  the  list  made  out  for  him, 
according  to  his  directions,  by  the  priests  at  Thebes ; and 
he  translated  the  names  into  Greek,  or  added  glosses  upon 
them,  with  more  or  less  success,  sometimes  so  as  to  suit 
the  true  etymology,  sometimes  from  the  mere  sound,  and 
with  such  native  assistance  as  happened  to  be  at  hand,  and 
which  happened  not  to  be  of  any  great  value.  In  the  par- 
ticular case  which  we  are  now  considering  the  Egyptian 
name  caught  at  by  the  ear  and  written  in  Greek  'iep.fypov- 
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Kpdrqs,  and  mischievously  corrected  by  Bunsen  by  omitting 
the  p,  justifies  the  gloss  attached  to  it,  Sem  being  commonly 
rendered  in  Greek  by  “Heracles,”  and  Sem-pa-chrot  (Her- 
cules the  Child)  being  fairly  paraphrased  by  “ Heracles,  Har- 
pocrates.”  But  the  Egyptian  name  really  written  in  the 
Egyptian  list  sent  to  Eratosthenes  was  not  Sm  (Heracles), 
ph  (the  definite  article  the),  and  chro-t  (child),  but  Sen- 
phrebra,  with  the  r,  omitted  by  Bunsen,  but  faithfully  re- 
tained as  he  heard  it  by  Eratosthenes,  and  without  the 
final  t of  the  word  clirot  (child).  After  this,  or  any  other 
similarly  suspicious  name  and  gloss,  the  reader  may  con- 
sider how  far  the  words  of  Apollodorus,  transcribed  by 
Syncellus,  justify  the  explanation  that  has  been  suggested  : 
“ S)v  (t d>v  Sr]0a(o)v  Aeyopevtov  fiaaiKswv)  ttjv  yvaxnv  (<fyr)aiv) 
6 'FjpaTO<r6eirt]s  \a/3d)V  AlyvTTTiaicois  vtto pvi) pacr i Kai 
dvdp.acn  Kara  TTpoara^iv  fiacnXucqv  rjj  'E\X.aS(  (fxovp 
trape<f>pacrsv  ovtws”  He  received  them  written  in  Egyp- 
tian characters  and  names  from  others,  and  himself  translated, 
paraphrased,  or  glossed  them  in  Greek. 

The  fourth  Diospolite  name  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes, 
whether  rightly  identified  or  not  with  the  8th  name,  Sne- 
pherkar,  of  the  Karnak  Chamber,  is  certainly  made  to  close 
and  complete  the  space  of  the  103  years  of  the  four  genera- 
tions of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle ; and  these  103  years 
we  know  end  chronologically  in  B.C.  1932.  But  the  8th 
Diospolite  reign,  whether  of  Manetho  or  of  the  Karnak 
, Chamber,  if  calculated  approximative^  according  to  the 
average  length  of  24 £ years  to  each  reign,  would  end  as  we 
have  seen  in  B,c.  1924,  a date  which  differs  by  only  8 years 
from  the  historical  end  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle. 

The  second  group  then  of  four  more  Diospolites,  making 
generations  xxvii,  xxvm,  xxix,  and  xxx  of  Erato- 
sthenes, so  far  as  their  apparent  and  original  position  is 
any  indication  (since  they  seem  to  cover  the  first  90  years 
of  the  184  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle),  ought  to  be 
parallel  to  the  9th,  10th,  11th,  and  12th  reigns  of  Manetho, 
but  not  to  Nos.  9,  10,  11,  and  12  of  the  Karnak  Chamber, 
unless  its  series  were  complete  and  parallel,  without  omis- 
sions, to  that^of  Manetho.  But  in  point  of  fact,  the  fourth 
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and  last  Diospolite  of  this  second  group,  instead  of  carry- 
ing us  from  B.C.  1924,  or  rather  from  1932,  only  98  or  90 
years  to  B.C.  1 834,  is  fixed  by  his  name  to  end  four  genera- 
tions or  94  years  later,  concurrently  with  Dyn.  XXYII  of 
the  Chronicle ; so  that  these  four  names,  covering  originally 
and  apparently  the  first  90  years,  and  by  the  identification 
of  the  last  of  them  with  Ra-Sekennen  covering  the  last  90 
years,  cover  in  one  way  or  another  the  whole  184  years  of 
Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  and  indicate  not  only  all 
the  five  remaining  names  of  the  Karnak  Chamber,  but  also 
those  other  three  reigns  of  Manetho  which  in  the  Karnak 
Chamber  are  omitted. 

“ • 0*//3aiW  k£  i$tKn\evae  XovOljp  T avpos,  t vpavvos, 

itt)  “ Chuther  Taurus,  a tyrant,  7 years."  The  gloss, 
if  it  be  a gloss,  must  be  a distortion  rather  than  a true  ren- 
dering of  the  sense,  as  no  king  would  style  himself  tyrant, 
though  he  might  be  proud  of  being  styled  Most  Absolute. 

Supposing  No.  9 of  the  Karnak  Chamber  to  be  the  10th 
of  Manetho’s  xvi  kings,  and  Generation  xxvn  of  Erato- 
sthenes to  correspond  to  it,  the  monumental  king  is  Mentu- 
hotep  111.,  both  whose  cartouches  as  well  as  his  standard  title 
and  his  V ulture  and  Ukeus  title  are  known.  The  throne-name 
is  Ra-neb-kher,  the  title  taken  in  the  standard  is  Kker-teti,  and 
the  same  is  taken  with  the  V ulture  and  Uncus.  In  these  names 
one  certainly  cannot  recognise  at  first  sight  cither  the  Chuther 
or  the  Taurus  of  Eratosthenes : but  still,  going  upon  more 
general  grounds,  we  may  remark,  first,  that  Mcntuhotep 
III.  is  a king  whom  the  Theban  priests  would  not  be  likely 
to  omit,  seeing  that  in  monumental  lists  and  in  tombs  of 
the  time  of  Dyn.  XVIII  he  is  sometimes  named,  when  all 
other  ancestors  are  omitted,  as  the  sole  connecting  link 
between  Amosis  and  Menes.  Sometimes,  in  a similar  way, 
Sesortasen  I.  is  named.  It  is  clear  then  that  from  some 
cause  or  other  considerable  importance  was  attached  to  him. 
Again,  it  is  known  from  a magnificent  stele  brought  from 
Abydos,  and  now  in  the  museum  of  Turin,  that  he  had  a 
very  long  reign,  for  the  inscription  on  this  stele  names  his 
44th  year.  And  lastly,  it  is  observable  that  the  8th  and  last 
name  of  this  Diospolite  line  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes, 
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having  a sum  of  60  years  attached  to  it,  plainly  indicates  at 
least  two  actual  reigns,  and  without  looking  away  to  Ma- 
netho,  the  fifth  name  before  the  end  of  this  line  in  the  Kar- 
nak  Chamber  is  Ra-neb-kher,  the  throne-name  of  Mentu- 
hotep  III.  Perhaps  then  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  two 
kings,  Mentuhotep  II.  and  Mentuhotep  III.  (the  first  of 
whom  does  not  appear  in  the  Karnak  Chamber),  are  consoli- 
dated together ; and  while  one  of  the  two  names  given,  viz. 
Tavpos,  is  from  the  Neb-  Tot-re  of  Mentuhotep  II.,  the  other, 
which  is  put  first,  Xovdpp,  is  from  the  Neb -kher-ph-re  of 
Mentuhotep  III.  It  is  plain  that  there  is  a close  analogy 
between  the  names  and  titles  of  Mentuhotep  II.  ( Ifor-neb- 
toti  and  Ra-neb-toti)  and  those  of  Mentuhotep  III  ( Hor-hher - 
toti  and  Ra-neb-kher ) ; and  it  is  possible  that  in  the  list  of 
Eratosthenes  the  two  may  have  been  consolidated  together; 
and  that  while  one  of  the  two  names  given,  viz.  Xoethjp,  is 
from  the  “ Neb-kher-ph-re”  of  Mentuhotep  III.,  the  king 
primarily  intended,  the  adjunct,  Tavpos,  is  from  the  “ Neb- 
tot-re  ” of  Mentuhotep  II.  Or  the  Tavpos  also  may  be  from 
Toti-hor  in  the  standard  title  of  Mentuhotep  III.,  or  a 
translation  from  the  sound  of  the  syllable  kher,  since  ha 
means  a bull.  The  title  Neb-to,  or  Neb- toti  (lord  of  the 
worlds),  might  give  some  colour  to  the  gloss  -rupavvos,  in  the 
sense  of  despot,  or  absolute  lord.  The  tomb  of  Mentuhotep 
III.  is  the  tenth  and  last  named  in  the  papyrus  Abbott 
Reign  XI  ? “ xif.  0t jftaicov  xif  eRavlXivcri  M evprjs,  <t)iXo- 

to  b.c.  1870.  <7 xopos,  Itij  i) 3 .”  “ cures,  which  means  the  Lover  of  the 

Eye,  12  years.”  The  sound  of  this  name  and  the  gloss 
agree  well  together,  and  indicate  the  Egyptian  elements  mi 
or  mer,  “ loving,”  and  in',  the  pupil  of  the  eye.  But  No. 
10,  the  cartouche  which  should  correspond  in  the  Karnak 
Chamber,  has  nothing  resembling  these  elements,  either  in 
sound  or  sense ; nothing  at  least  peculiar  to  that  king.  For 
though  the  title  Neb-iri,  taken  by  Snefrouand  by  other  kings 
after  him,  might  make  Neupqr  or  Me vpps,  and  would  answer 
sufficiently  to  the  gloss  <bi\o<rxopos,  this  title  is  given  in  the 
Knrnak  Chamber  to  at  least  one  king  earlier  than  No.  10, 
viz.  to  No.  9,  who  with  the  “ Neter  Nephcr  ” has  the  adjuncts 
Neb-toti,  Neb-iri-t;  and  as  the  similar  title  Neb-toti  (with 
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which  Neb-tri  sometimes  alternates  and  sometimes  is  con- 
joined, with  a certain  regard  to  symmetry,  in  the  Karnak 
Chamber)  is  given  to  No.  5,  as  we  suppose,  and  certainly  to 
Nos.  6,  7,  and  8 of  these  Diospolites,  it  is  probable  that  the 
title  Neb-iri  was  applicable  to  them  also.  The  name  No.  10 
in  the  Karnak  Chamber  rends  Ra-nub-clieper.  The  personal 
name,  which  occurs  conjoined  with  this  in  the  papyrus  Ab- 
bott, is  IJannouef  or  Nannouef.  The  tomb  of  this  king  is 
the  third  of  the  ten  named  in  the  papyrus  Abbott 

Beign  XII  ? “ K0 . ©ty/SatW  xd'  eftacriKevae  X.wp,ae(f>9a, 

K oapos  <i>i\ij<paurTos,  erq  ta'.”  “ Chomaephthah,  which  means 
the  World  loving  Phthah,  reigned  1 1 years.”  The  gloss  seems 
to  justify  Bunsen’s  correction  of  TVmae-phtha ; and  then 
the  gloss  and  the  name  agree  together.  But  there  is  nothing 
either  in  the  corresponding  cartouche,  No.  1 1 of  the  Karnak 
Chamber,  or  in  any  other  cartouche  near  it,  to  throw  light 
on  such  a name.  The  cartouche  No.  10  reads  Tseser-en-ra, 
reminding  us  of  some  earlier  kings  of  Lower  Egypt  who 
bore  the  same  or  a similar  name,  with  the  character  for  iri 
included  in  it;  so  that  if  this  variant  were  familiar  and  inter- 
changeable, it  might  be  the  source  of  the  Mevpps  of  Era- 
tosthenes. The  personal  name  and  other  titles  of  Tscser- 
en-ra  are  not  known. 

Twelve  average  reigns  having  brought  us  down  only  to 
B.C.  1846,  and  Eratosthenes  having  now  only  one  more  name 
from  this  line,  and  that  the  name  of  a king,  Ra-Sekenn,  who 
is  known  with  certainty  to  have  died  about  a century  later,  it  is 
necessary,  after  one  more  name  from  the  Karnak  Chamber, 
to  insert  two  of  those  names  with  which  the  monuments  en- 
able us  to  fill  up  the  number  of  Manetho’s  xvi  kings.  The 
monuments  it  is  true  exhibit  more  kings  than  we  can  place 
in  succession,  more  at  least  than  we  can  place  consistently 
with  Manetho’s  number  of  xvi  reigns,  and  with  our  own 
reckoning  of  full  average  reigns  to  each  king.  But  the  actual 
reigns  are  usually  more  numerous  than  the  names  of  any  mo- 
numental or  written  succession  ; and  some  of  the  kings  whose 
tombs  are  known  to  have  existed  at  Thebes  may  have  been 
associated  with  others.  Indeed  there  are  signs  that  before 
the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII  the  royal  title  was  given 

c c 2 


Tteter-cn-ra, 
*24  ve.«r*.  B.C. 
1870  to  o.c. 
1846. 


Digitized  by  Google 


388 


EGYPTIAN  CnRONICI.ES. 


to  many  princes  at  once  in  Upper  Egypt  One  in  particular, 
styled  in  his  cartouche,  “ Ahmes,  the  son  of  Pear,"  is  named 
in  the  papyrus  Abbott  as  a king,  though  he  was  living 
after  the  accession  of  Amenoph  I.,  and  has  only  the  title  of 
prince  given  to  him  on  contemporary  monuments.  His 
tomb  is  named  in  the  papyrus  as  the  ninth  of  those  ten  which 
were  examined  in  the  time  of  Raineses  III. 

AVfA<-r»-rf,  Necht-en-re.  The  personal  name  of  this  king,  who  is 
Is-]!'. B-c-  No.  12  of  the  line  in  the  Karnak  Chamber,  has  not 
yet  been  found.  He  may  perhaps  have  reigned  at  a 
time  somewhat  later  than  that  to  which  we  are  now  assign- 
ing him. 

srui-em-tor.  Two  kings  of  the  same  name,  Sehek-em-saf,  one  of  them 
iw. 10  ” c'  with  the  throne-name  Ra-khet-schaou,  and  the  other  with 
that  of  Ra-Ha-slietito,  seem  to  have  belonged  to  this  dynasty. 
The  names  of  the  latter  of  the  two  are  known  from  the 
papyrus  Abbott,  his  tomb  being  the  fifth  of  the  ten  ex- 
amined in  the  time  of  Ilamcses  III.,  and  the  only  one  which 
was  found  damaged. 

One  reason  for  giving  to  these  two  kings  together,  or  to 
one  of  them  (if  only  one  belongs  to  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XIV), 
the  14th  rather  than  any  earlier  reign  is  this, — that  they 
may  be  exhibited  as  reigning  either  contemporaneously  with 
or  after  the  Memphite  king  Menchere,  the  builder  of  the 
third  pyramid.  For  since  chapter  64  of  the  “Ritual”  is 
said  to  have  been  found  at  Hermopolis  in  the  time  of  Men- 
chere, it  is  obvious  that  Sebek- em-saf,  whose  scarabaeus  with 
an  extract  from  that  chapter  upon  it  is  in  the  British  Museum, 
should  be  later  than  Menchere,  or  at  least  not  earlier.  But 
the  reign  of  Menchere,  apart  from  any  years  during  which 
he  may  have  been  associated  with  his  uncle  or  predecessor, 
has  been  estimated  above  to  have  commenced  in  B.C.  1823, 
and  to  have  ended  in  B.C.  1800. 

rtaftT  Two  other  kings  who  appear,  or  who  did  appear,  in  a 
5T?"S\ai797  tomb  at  Der-El-Medineh,  as  if  intervening  between  Mcn- 
too.c.  inu.  tu|10tep  1 IX.  and  Ra-skennen  the  last  king  of  Dyn.  XIV 
(XI  of  Africanus),  arc  named  Ra-neb-en-chent  (so  read  by 
Mr.  Birch,  instead  of  Ra-spen-neb,  as  it  is  given  by  others) 
and  Kames.  The  tomb  of  the  latter  is  named  eighth  of  those 
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examined  in  the  time  of  Rameses  III.,  and  the  report  of 
that  examination  in  the  papyrus  Abbott  supplies  his  throne- 
name  Ra-uat-cheper.  It  is  clear  from  a number  of  indica- 
tions that  these  two  kings  were  among  the  most  recent  pre- 
decessors of  Ainosis  the  founder  of  Dyn.  XVIII;  while 
others  named  on  the  same  monuments,  as  the  king  Aahotep, 
seem  to  represent  the  Nubian  family  of  his  black  queen 
Aahmes  Nofriari. 

“ K0.  (ih)/3at(0V  k0  iBacrlXevcrs  Sowcwtor,  ’Cl/ciis,  or  0£vs, 

[so  we  may  correct  for  ’O^o],  T vpavvos,  hy  g.”  “ Sekunn,  “ c- 

which  means  Sharp,  Tyrant,  reigned  60  years.”  The  gloss 
agrees  with  the  name,  which  according  to  Bunsen  may  mean 
an  axe  or  scimetar,  from  a root,  sken  (a^ev),  signifying  to  cut. 

Here  at  last  we  can  satisfactorily  identify  the  name  given 
by  Eratosthenes  with  that  cartouche,  No.  13,  in  the  Karnak 
Chamber  with  which  it  ought  to  correspond.  And  the 
identification,  not  only  from  its  being  almost  the  only  one, 
but  also  from  the  place  of  this  king  being  known  to  be  at 
the  end  of  the  dynasty,  is  of  the  utmost  value ; as  so  the 
series  of  Manetho,  of  Eratosthenes,  of  the  Karnak  Cham- 
ber, and  of  the  actual  reigns  of  this  line  being  ascer- 
tained to  coincide  at  their  end,  one  may  go  backwards 
from  this,  as  from  a known  point,  in  making  out  conjec- 
turally  and  approximatively  that  agreement  and  parallelism 
which  is  implied  to  have  existed  from  the  beginning.  The 
slight  difference  between  the  Ra-sekenn  of  the  monumeuts 
and  the  Sekenn  of  Eratosthenes  disappears  entirely  when  one 
considers  that  the  ordinary  prefix  Ra  in  royal  names  may  be 
either  added  or  omitted  at  will ; a good  instance  and  illus- 
tration of  which  is  furnished  by  the  papyrus  Abbott  already 
alluded  to.  For  in  naming  the  first  of  the  ten  royal  tombs 
examined,  viz.  that  of  Amuuoph  I.  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  both 
whose  names  are  perfectly  well  known,  and  do  not  vary  on  the 
monuments,  the  Report  gives  his  throne-name  not  in  the 
ordinary  form,  Ra-sor-kar,  or  Sor-kar-re,  but  simply  Sorkar, 
without  the  Ra.  So  too  we  have  found  the  older  name 
Sahou-ra  rendered  in  Greek  by  A-saouch-is. 

In  the  papyrus  Abbott  the  tombs  of  two  kings  of  one  and 
the  same  throne-name,  Ra-Sekcnn,  being  named  together  as 
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the  sixth  and  seventh  of  the  ten  examined,  and  the  personal 
names  being  also  almost  the  same,  the  one  already  known  as 
belonging  to  the  predecessor  of  Amosis  being  Ta-aa-ken 
and  the  other  known  only  through  the  papyrus  being  Ta-aa- 
aa,  we  shall  not  be  far  wrong  in  inferring  that  the  two  were 
either  brothers,  or  a father  and  son,  who  reigned  for  some 
short  time  together.  And  the  reign  of  Eratosthenes,  as 
distinct  from  the  name,  having  no  less  than  60  years,  two 
full  thirds  of  the  whole  space  of  90  years  given  to  this  group 
of  four  generations,  it  seems  intended  to  hint  the  existence  of 
several  actual  kings,  for  whom  as  generations  there  was  no 
room.  At  any  rate,  if  we  look  no  further  than  to  the  xin 
names  of  the  Karnak  Chamber,  and,  having  identified  its  last 
cartouche,  No.  13,  with  Generation  xxx  of  Eratosthenes, 
inquire  whether  then  his  Gen.  xxvii  is  to  be  identified  with 
No.  10  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  (in  which  case  Mentuhotep 
III.  would  be  omitted),  it  may  be  replied  that  not  only  is  it 
probable  in  itself  that  this  second  group  of  four  generations 
made  out  from  Dyn.  XIV  would  commence  with  Men- 
tuhotep  III.,  but  it  is  also  shown  so  to  commence  in  truth  by 
the  circumstance  that  the  last  of  the  four  reigns  is  in  its 
length  plainly  double,  so  as  to  require  us  to  understand  and 
reckon  at  least  Jive  actual  instead  of  only  four  nominal 
generations. 

xx  vu  of5"'  Thus  the  second  group  of  Diospolites  in  the  scheme  of 
w'kiig“,n!»te’  Eratosthenes,  with  its  four  names  and  90  years,  following,  as 
tor‘i.c.ci7«.2  it  does  ostensibly,  after  the  103  years  of  the  Chronicle,  so  as 
to  begin  concurrently  with  the  first  year  of  the  184  of 
Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  and  yet  being  fixed  by  its 
fourth  name  Sekenn  to  end  together  with  the  last  year  of 
the  same  184,  represents  in  fact  the  whole  of  those  184 
years,  and  all  the  actual  reigns  of  Manetho’s  Diospolite 
Dyn.  XIV  which  properly  belong  to  the  same  space.  And 
having  ostensibly  only  iv  generations  for  that  space,  it 
alludes,  though  in  a very  indirect  way,  to  those  iv  genera- 
tions of  the  Shepherds  which  according  to  the  Chronicle  and 
to  Manetho  really  covered  the  same  184  years,  the  four 
Shepherd  kings  reigning  one  with  another  above  46  years 
each. 
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Dynasty  XV  of  Manetho,  ostensibly  of  VII  Diospolites,  with 
160,  but  really  of  nil  with  (43  + 16  + 160=)219  years,  par- 
tially represented  by  Eratosthenes  under  Jive  generations  with 
163  years. 

That  the  next  five  generations  are  a representation  ofoynxv, 

i i,  « *lli  l,i(>6pO- 

Dyn.  XV  admits  of  no  doubt:  tor  though  the  first  name  n<». isi  yr«. 
Peteathyres  can  only  doubtfully  be  traced  in  the  throne-name  8 c- 179°- 
of  Amenemhe  I.  with  the  article  prefixed  P-etep-het-re,  and 
though  Generation  XXX II  has  really  fallen  out,  the  namewhich 
follows  as  if  it  were  Generation  xxxn,  and  which  is  itself 
followed  by  xxxrv,  being  “ Amenemhe  II.,”  shows  that  one 
of  the  two  preceding  names,  xxxii  or  xxxi,  must  be  identi- 
fiable with  Amenemhe  I. : and,  if  so,  the  other  must  be  iden- 
tifiable with  Sesortasen  I.  And,  after  Amenemhe  II.,  the 
next  two  names,  though  corruptly  written,  are  identifiable 
with  Sesortasen  II.  or  III.  and  Amenemhe  Ma-re.  Besides 
which  the  figures  of  Eratosthenes  show  that  they  belong  to 
the  reigns  of  Dyn.  XY  as  exhibited  by  Manetho  and  by  the 
much  earlier  Turin  papyrus. 

The  odd  months  and  days  of  the  Turin  papyrus,  and  the 
odd  months  of  Manetho,  being  rounded  oft’  to  whole  years, 
their  respective  exhibitions  of  this  dynasty  and  that  of  Era- 
tosthenes may  be  paralleled  with  one  another  in  the  manner 
exhibited  below : — 


Turin  MS. 


(9  : - : (8+23+7)  (I  + 31  + 5)  (I  + 8)  + 4 

(3+4  + 31+8)  (7+11+1)  (S  + 42  + I) 


f [«  + *]!(»+  3+4)  (8+13+7)  (2  + I + S)  ( 8)  + 4 

{ (4  + 34+8)  (7+41 ) (S  + 2+1) 


EriU 


(34  + 8)  + 23  + (7  til  + 1)  + (31  + 6)  + (42  + I) 


Turin  MS.  . . 9 +49  +38+  19+37  + 48+  9+  4 =213 

Man.  . [43+]  16+  46+  38+  48+  8 + 8 +8+  4=219 

Erat.  . . . 42+23+(  19+36) +43 =163 

Between  the  three  exhibitions  there  is  no  real  discrepancy. 
It  is  necessary  only  to  observe  that  the  Turin  papyrus  leaves 
unnoticed  the  7 years  during  which  Amenemhe  I.  reigned 
on  as  associated  with  Sesortasen  I. ; and  that  Manetho,  in 
order  to  exhibit  a sum  of  43  years  in  connection  with  his 
Dyn.  XIV,  abstracts  40  years  from  Amenemhe  III.  and  3 
from  Sesortasen  I. ; or,  if  any  one  prefers,  he  may  say  that 
Manetho  takes  all  the  43  from  Sesortasen  I. ; and  makes 
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them  good,  all  but  3,  by  transferring  to  Sesortasen  I.  from 
below  40  of  the  years  of  Amenemhe  III.  Manetho  also 
neglects  to  reckon  one  year  during  which  Amenemhe  IV. 
was  associated  with  his  predecessor,  giving  him  only  8 years 
instead  of  the  9 of  the  Turin  papyrus.  In  consequence  of 
this  omission,  instead  of  exceeding  the  sum  of  the  Turin 
papyrus  by  the  whole  7 years  of  the  survival  of  Amenemhe 
I.  which  he  reckons,  but  which  the  papyrus  omits,  he 
exceeds  by  only  6 years,  having  a sum  total  of  219,  while 
the  sum  total  of  the  papyrus  is  213.  Eratosthenes  omits  the 
16  years  of  Amenemhe,  and  begins  the  reign  of  Sesortasen  I. 
from  the  time  when  he  began  to  reign  alone  as  sovereign  of 
all  Egypt.  He  omits  of  course  all  concurrent  years ; and  he 
takes  leave  of  the  dynasty  after  the  reign  of  Amenemhe  III., 
without  carrying  us  on  to  its  end.  Thus,  to  complete  that 
chronological  exhibition  of  it  which  he  supplies,  we  must 
prefix  to  his  163  years  the  16  years  of  Amenemhe  I.  and 
Sesortasen  I.  at  top,  and  annex  the  (8  + 4 = ) 12  years  of 
Amenemhe  IV.  and  Sevek-nefrou  at  the  bottom;  and  these 
additions  will  bring  up  the  chronological  years  of  the  dynasty 
to  the  sum  of  191. 

The  monuments,  which  for  this  dynasty  are  numerous, 
go  far  to  explain  and  justify  the  chronological  arrangement 
of  Eratosthenes,  showing  distinctly  that  two  kings  were 
frequently  associated  together  in  the  throne ; though  it  is 
true  that  we  should  scarcely  have  collected  from  the  monu- 
ments alone  that  the  separate  reign  of  Amenemhe  II.  was  to 
be  reduced  to  so  few  years  as  23,  though  we  might  perceive 
that  they  just  admitted  the  possibility. 

The  first  year  of  the  163  taken  from  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of 
Africanus)  being  so  placed  in  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes  as 
to  seem  to  coincide  with  the  91st  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  beginning  in  B.c.  1842,  the  last  year  of  the  163 
seems  in  consequence  to  coincide  with  the  69th  of  Dyn. 
XVIII  ending  in  n.c.  1679.  But  when  the  69  years  of 
Dyn.  XV  and  the  87  following  them  which  are  taken  from 
Dyn.  XVI  of  Manetho  are  all  put  up  so  as  to  stand  clear  of 
the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII  in  b.c.  1748,  the  first 
year  of  the  42  given  by  Eratosthenes  to  his  double  Gene- 
ration xxxi-xxxii  seems  to  begin  in  B.c.  (1842+156  = ) 
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1 998  ; seeming  also  at  the  same  time  to  be  in  contact  with 
the  single  year  of  Meranre  of  Dyn.  XIII,  and  to  begin  the 
last  of  the  four  generations  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle. 

But  as  this  identification  of  the  double  Generation  xxxi- 
xxxii  of  Eratosthenes  requires  that  its  42nd  year  should  end 
together  with  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle  in  B.c.  1932, — 
and  as  besides  the  reign  of  Papa  Maire  as  suzerain,  and  as 
making  the  third  generation  in  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle, 
cannot  be  put  earlier  than  in  B.C.  (2034 — 39  = ) 1995,  the 
double  Generation  xxxi-xxxii  of  Eratosthenes  is  thereby 
put  down  again  by  25  years,  so  as  to  begin  not  in  B.C.  1998 
but  in  B.C.  1974.  And  from  hence  accordingly  we  shall 
begin  to  reckon: — 

“ Xa.  €h]{3ai<i>v  Xa  ifiaatXevae  YlereaBvprjs,  [/cat 

“X/9.  Xamuats?  . .]  err)  pfl  ” “ Peteathyres  [and  . •] 
reigned  42  years.”  Peteathyres  may  possibly  be  formed  ?o'i>£.  w(4'. 
from  the  throne-name  of  Amenemhe  I.,  P-hetep-heth-re, B C’ 1MJ 
with  the  definite  article  prefixed,  instead  of  the  formative  & 

But  though  Amenemhe  I.  is  the  first  king  of  Dyn.  XV,  if 
the  list  were  given  in  full,  he  should  not  be  named  at  all  in 
connection  with  the  last  42  years  of  Sesortasen  I.  Yet  in  one 
way  or  another  he  must  here  be  named,  or  alluded  to,  as  the  * 
next  following  generation  is  “Amenemhe  II.,”  which  requires 
an  Amenemhe  I.  to  have  preceded.  Again,  if  the  list  of 
Eratosthenes  adhered  to  the  order  of  the  Karnak  Chamber, 
even  though  Amenemhe  I.  were  named,  Sesortosis  I.  should 
be  named  first ; but  now  the  name  Peteathyres,  which  seems 
always  to  have. stood  first,  offers  some  resemblance  to  the 
throne-name  of  Amenemhe  I.,  but  none  whatever  to  any 
name  of  Sesortasen  I.  The  fact  that  the  number  Xff  is  now 
attached  in  the  MSS.  of  Syncellus  to  the  name  of  Ame- 
nemhe II.,  while  XS  follows,  is  however  a sign  that  the  two 
numbers  Xf?  and  Xry'  originally  belonged  to  'Appevepijs  a 
and  ft  which  have  become  consolidated ; so  that  the  only 
restoration  needed  is  to  supply  after  “ Xff  a, 

hy  pff' 

“ \7'.]  'Apfj.evefj.rjs  In ; icy'.*  “ Amenemhe  II,  23  years.” 

But  a further  question  remains  as  to  the  years  to  be  given  mm 
to  the  two  generations  Xa  and  Xff  when  restored;  for  there  are  »-c-  i'jis.  ’ 
no  signs  in  this  place  of  any  years  being  wanting;  and  Syncel- 
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Ins  checks  his  own  figures  by  telling  us  after  each  generation 
to  what  year  of  the  world  according  to  his  reckoning,  it  brings 
him.  In  Goar’s  edition  of  Syncellus  the  number  pf!  is  only 
added  in  the  margin  as  a variant,  while  the  text  for  Genera- 
tion XXXI  has  “ Ylereadvpr}s  ert]  if'-”  and  Bunsen  divides  the 
42  years  into  two  sums  of  16  and  26,  giving  the  16  to  Pe- 
teathyres  and  the  26  to  Ammenemes  I.  But  the  number  of 
16  years,  if  it  existed  originally,  could  have  no  other  sense 
than  that  of  indicating  the  number  of  years  which  might 
have  been  given  to  Amenemhe  if  his  reign  had  been  in- 
serted ; for  none  of  the  42  years  divided  by  Bunsen  could 
historically  or  chronologically  be  reckoned  to  him. 

Perhaps  in  this  place  Peteathyres  is  really  the  throne- 
name  of  Amenemhe  I.  which  was  inserted  so  as  to  have  no 
separate  years  attached,  the  42  belonging  either  to  Genera- 
tion xxxii  alone  or  in  seeming  conjunction  with  Generation 
xxxi.  For  we  may  remember  with  respect  to  the  three  gene- 
rations suppressed  out  of  the  eight  of  Dyn.  XVI  of  the  Chro- 
nicle that  36  years  only  (without  a name)  have  been  hitherto 
inserted  as  compensation  for  one,  and  two  names  with  as  few 
years  as  possible  for  the  other  two ; so  that  a name — a mere 
• name,  if  possible,  without  years  — is  still  wanted.  And  since 
by  its  final  and  chronological  adjustment  the  head  of  the  163 
years  of  Dyn.  XV  has  been  placed  in  the  scheme  of  Erato- 
sthenes in  actual  contact  with  both  the  two  compensating 
names  taken  from  Dyn.  XIII,  while  the  36  years  have  dis- 
appeared, it  may  hence  be  understood  why  Amenemhe  L,  a 
mere  name  without  any  years,  is  here  inserted ; and  also, 
why  the  order  of  the  Karnak  Chamber  is  departed  from ; for 
thus  the  three  compensatory  names  of  Meranre  with  only  1 
year,  Amenemhe  I.  with  none,  and  Nitocris  with  6,  but 
those  only  concurrent  and  not  in  the  main  line  of  the  suc- 
cession, stand  all  together. 

setoriiun  ii.  “ \B'.  (m)Tjffaui}v  l&aaikevae  lurroai^eppijs  (corrupted 
wStoViif.  perhaps  from  Sseropr&Km, ‘Ep/a^y)  Tlpa/eXioy  Kparos,  errj  ve.” 
so,  B.c.isM.  Ses[or~\tosis,  the  Strength  of  Hercules , reigned  55  years.” 
The  reign,  as  appears  from  a comparison  with  the  figures 
of  Manetho  and  the  Turin  papyrus,  is  the  joint  sum  of  the 
two  reigns  of  Sesortasen  II.  and  III.,  whose  names  being 
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identical  seemed  to  invite  consolidation.  Besides  this,  it 
seems  that  in  the  Karnak  Chamber  also  only  one  of  these 
two  kings  was  named,  unless  indeed  Amenemhe  III.  be  the 
king  omitted,  which  is  less  likely,  and  would  need  some 
special  explanation.  The  gloss  'HpaicXJo?  Kparos  is  pro- 
bably meant  to  allude  to  the  great  deeds  ascribed  by  Ma- 
netho  to  Sesortasen  III.,  whom  he  identifies  with  Sesostris, 
as  if  it  had  been  said,  “ This  was  the  Egyptian  Hercules.” 
With  a like  meaning  it  is  said  elsewhere  that  the  Egyptians 
considered  this  king  to  have  been  the  “ first,”  that  is,  the 
greatest,  and  the  greatest  conqueror  “ after  Osiris,”  that  is, 
after  the  reigns  of  the  gods.  For  Osiris-Dionysus  first  went 
as  a conqueror  over  the  earth,  and  in  union  with  him  the 
combats  and  victory  of  Horus  also  were  celebrated ; and  on 
the  monuments  of  the  time  of  Raineses  II.  and  III.,  and  in 
hieratic  papyri  celebrating  their  exploits,  we  find  applied  to 
them  the  very  words  “ first  after  Horus,”  which  are  put  back 
and  transferred  by  Manetho  to  Sesortasen  III.  whom  he  for 
reasons  of  his  own  magnifies,  rather  than  Sesortasen  I.  And 
hence  Diciearchus  imagines  that  Sesonchosis,  by  whom  he 
means  Sesortasen  I., was  first,  that  is,  not  only  the  first  and 
greatest  conqueror,  but  also  the  first  king,  after  Osiris  and 
Horus,  confounding  him  with  Menes.  The  word  Kparos  in 
the  gloss  has  its  source  in  the  principal  element  of  the  name, 
viz.  tseser,  which  Eratosthenes  repeatedly  renders  by  Kparos, 
while  the  'H paxTJos  is  from  the  last  part  of  the  name  sen,  as 
if  it  had  been  Sem.  ■ But  this  is  without  any  true  foundation 
in  the  etymology ; the  final  syllable  sen  being  really  the 
formative  of  the  plural,  so  that  Tsesor-t-sen  is  equivalent  to 
Oi  Kparovinss,  Potentes,  The  Powerful.  There  may  also  be 
some  allusion  to  the  gigantic  stature  ascribed  to  this  king 
by  Manetho,  as  also  to  Ilameses  II.  by  others.  What  may 
be  the  source  of  the  word  or  epithet  Xepnijs  or  ”E pp.r)s  does 
not  appear. 

“ \e.  P)j]{3auov  \e  kftaoiKevae  Xlaprjs  ertj  pr/.n  “ Mares 
reigned  43  years.”  Ma-re  or  Ma-t-en-re  is  the  throne-name 
of  Amenemhe  III.,  whose  name  probably  stood  next  in  the 
Karnak  Chamber  to  that  of  Sesortasen  III.,  though  both  are 
now  lost  His  45th  year  being  marked  at  Wady  Magara, 
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while  the  units  in  Manctho’s  list  indicate  that  he  reigned 
in  all  48,  we  must  suppose  that  he  was  associated  in  the 
throne  with  Sesortasen  III.  five  years  before  the  death  of 
that  king. 

For  the  two  remaining  names  of  the  dynasty,  though  they 
both  appear  in  the  Karnak  Chamber,  there  was  no  room  in 
the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes,  whose  163  chronological  years 
having  begun  with  the  17  th  year  of  the  dynasty,  42  years 
before  the  end  of  Dyn.  XVII  of  the  Chronicle,  in  B.C.  (1932 
+ 42  = ) 1974,  end  with  the  121st  year  of  the  Shepherds  of 
Dyn. XXVII  of  the  Chronicle  in  b.c.  (1932  + 121  = ) 1811, 
and  leave  still  (8+4  = ) 12  chronological  years  to  the  com- 
pletion of  the  191  years  belonging  to  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XV 
in  b.c.  1799. 

njn.  xvi.  Dyn.  XVI  of  Manetho,  of  xxxvi  Nubian  kings  ( equi - 

iwa  to  ms.  valent  to  rill  generations)  in  184  years,  for  which  Erato- 
sthenes gives  expressly  III,  or  by  implication  IV  generations, 
and  its  last  87  years. 

Though  the  names  given  are  not  identifiable,  we  may 
safely  presume  that  the  three  generations  to  which  we  are 
now  come  are  a representation,  however  partial,  of  that 
dynasty,  viz.  XVI  (XIV  of  Africanus),  which  follows  next 
after  Dyn.  XV  in  Manetho’s  lists,  and  of  that  group  of  kings 
of  the  Upper  Region  which  occupies  the  remaining  side, 
that  to  the  right  of  the  spectator,  in  the  Karnak  Chamber. 

To  say  nothing  of  the  number  of  lxxvi  kings  which  is 
given  to  this  dynasty  in  the  lists  of  Africanus,  and  probably 
in  the  hieratic  papyri  (as  appears  from  the  fragments  of  one 
of  them  preserved  at  Turin),  the  number  of  xxxvi  kings, 
which  may  have  been  that  of  Manetho,  and  the  number  of 
XXX  which  is  exhibited  to  our  right  hand  side  in  the  Karnak 
Chamber,  being  both  utterly  incompatible  with  Eratosthenes’ 
limited  number  of  XCI  generations,  and  with  the  sum  of  184 
years  given  by  Manetho  to  the  dynasty,  it  is  no  more  than 
was  to  be  expected  if  Eratosthenes  has  followed  not  the  num- 
ber of  kings  given,  but  the  number  of  years,  and  allowed  to 
these  latter  such  a number  of  generations,  viz.  about  vm,  as 
suits  best  his  general  average,  though  he  may  not  have  room 
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in  which  to  place  more  than  a portion  of  them  even  after 
they  have  been  so  reduced. 

It  is  not  wholly  beyond  our  power  to  explain  how  the 
kings  of  the  right  hand  side  in  the  Kamak  Chamber,  of 
Manetho’s  Dyn.  XYI,  and  still  more  those  of  the  corre- 
sponding portion  of  the  hieratic  lists,  should  be  so  numerous, 
and  should  yet  be  reducible  to  vm  generations,  or  x at  most, 
and  to  184  or  at  most  to  about  216  years.  It  has  been 
observed  elsewhere,  that  not  only  is  the  idea  of  xxx  or  more 
of  these  kings  having  been  consecutive  in  a single  line  in 
itself  inadmissible,  but  the  symmetry  of  the  Karoak  Cham- 
ber requires  us  to  suppose  that  as  there  are  four  distinct 
dynasties  grouped  together  in  that  half  of  the  Chamber 
which  is  to  our  left  on  entering,  so  also  there  are  a number 
of  lines,  whether  fewer  or  more  than  four,  in  the  other 
half  to  our  right.  It  has  been  observed  too  by  Mr.  Birch, 
that  just  at  the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII  a number 
of  names  of  princes  and  princesses  are  found  inclosed  in 
cartouches;  and  to  some  of  these  who  appear  on  monu- 
ments of  the  time  of  Amunoph  I.  with  a cartouche,  but 
with  the  title  only  of  prince,  the  title  of  king  is  given  after- 
wards in  the  hieratic  papyri,  as  is  done  in  the  papyrus 
Abbott  with  the  name  of  “Ahmes,jon  of  Pear."  Now,  of 
those  names  which  are  still  legible  to  our  right  hand  in  the 
Karnak  Chamber,  about  half  have  been  identified  on  con- 
temporary monuments,  found  cither  in  Upper  Egypt,  (at 
Abydos  for  instance,  at  Coptos,  and  on  the  road  to  Kosseir,) 
or  in  Lower  or  Upper  Nubia.  And,  besides  these  names 
common  to  other  monuments  with  the  Karnak  Chamber,  a 
number  of  others  have  been  found,  plainly  of  the  same  line- 
age and  connection,  who  are  not  to  be  seen  in  the  Karnak 
Chamber,  but  who  are  some  of  them  identifiable  in  the  much 
fuller  exhibition  of  the  same  group  preserved  in  the  Turin 
papyrus.  In  two  instances  at  least,  where  a king  of  this 
group  is  named  in  a contemporary  inscription,  the  king’s 
father  and  his  sons,  and  other  members  of  his  family  being 
named  with  him,  it  appears  that  the  father  was  not  a king ; 
while  the  names  of  one  or  more  of  the  sons  appear  in  the 
fragments  of  the  Turin  papyrus  as  kings,  after  the  name  of 
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the  king  their  father,  but  without  any  trace  of  the  name  of 
the  grandfather. 

A king  whose  cartouche  in  the  Turin  papyrus  exhibits 
the  family  name  Nepherhotep,  conjoined  with  a throne-name 
beginning  Ra-scha  . . , the  remaining  sign  kherp,  or  as 
some  read  it  sechem,  being  lost,  was  found  by  M.  Brugsch  on 
a rock  in  the  isle  of  Seh&l,  at  the  first  cataract,  with  a 
number  of  other  personages  of  his  family,  and  he  has  given 
us  the  list  as  follows : — “ 1.  The  Divine  Father  Ha-anchef; 
2.  the  Royal  Mother  Kama  ; 3.  the  Royal  Wife  Senebsen ; 
4.  the  Royal  Son  Hathor-si;  5.  the  Royal  Son  Sevek- 
hotep ; 6 the  Royal  Son  Ha-anchef;  7.  the  Royal  Daughter 
Kama ; 8.  the  Royal  Grandson  Neb-anch ; 9.  the  [Keeper 
of  the  Seals  ?]  Senebj."  The  same  names  of  some  of  this 
family  are  found  also  on  the  rocks  at  Assouan  and  in  the  isle 
of  Konosso.  And  in  the  Turin  papyrus  we  find  the  king 
Ra-scha-kherp  Nepherhotep  preceded  in  the  list  by  a king 
named  Ra-kherp-ka  Sevekhotep  (without  any  mention  of 
his  father  Ha-anchef),  and  followed  by  two  of  the  three 
sons  whose  names  have  been  copied  by  M.  Brugsch  from  the 
rocks  of  the  first  cataract,  viz.  Ra-IIathorsi  (the  rest  is 
broken  away),  and  Ra-scha-nepfier  Sevekhotep . These  then 
had  the  title  of  king  after  their  father;  but  the  third  son  and 
the  grandson,  whose  names  are  with  theirs  on  the  rocks,  do 
not  appear  in  the  papyrus. 

Again,  M.  Brugsch  gives  from  the  Konigsbuch  of  Lepsius 
the  names  of  a number  of  personages  of  the  family  of  another 
king  named  Sevekhotep, as  follows “ 1.  The  Divine  father 
[who  therefore  was  not  a king]  Mentuhotep ; 2.  the  Royal 
Mother  [who  therefore  seemingly  was  daughter  of  a king]  Son- 
het-hetou;  3.  the  King  Sevek-hotep  II. ; 4.  the  Queen  Nena;  5. 
the  Prince  Seneb  ; 6.  the  Princess  Souhet-hetou-Font ; 7.  the 
Princess  Anch-t-mati ; 8.  the  Prince  Sevekhotep ; 9.  the 
Princess  Souhet-hetou ; 10.  the  Princess  Hont ; 11.  the  Prince 
Mentuhotep."  This  king  M.  Brugsch  would  identify  with  a 
Sevekhotep  in  the  Turin  papyrus  whose  throne-name  is 
broken  away  ; and  it  may  well  be  the  same,  as  he  is  followed 
in  the  papyrus  by  a king  Ra-kherp-s  . . . teti  Sevekhotep,  who 
may  also  be  the  Prince  Sevek-hotep  who  occurs  as  son  of  the 
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king  Scvek-hotep,  commonly  called  Sevekhotep  II.  But 
whether  his  brother  the  prince  Mentuhotep  also  reigned 
after  the  father  does  not  appear,  as  the  two  next  following 
cartouches  have  their  latter  halves  broken  away. 

So  then  in  each  of  these  two  instances  we  obtain  from  the 
monuments  and  from  the  Turin  papyrus  a little  collateral 
line  or  dynasty  of  kings,  consisting  of  two  or  three  names, 
followed,  it  may  be,  by  more,  which  are  all  omitted  as  sub- 
ordinate and  unimportant  in  the  Karnak  Chamber.  And  yet 
there  is  such  an  affinity  in  the  whole  group,  that  in  the  Turin 
papyrus  the  two  monumental  kings  whose  fathers  are  now 
known  not  to  have  been  kings  are  not  distinguished  by  any 
rubric.  Hence  we  may  understand,  that  though  they  might 
omit  some  of  those  numerous  royalties  of  the  same  lineage 
which  are  exhibited  by  the  hieratic  papyri,  a number  of  the 
more  important  of  them  would  naturally  be  retained  and  ex- 
hibited by  those  who  arranged  the  Karnak  Chamber ; and 
those  retained,  no  less  than  the  more  numerous  group  of  the 
papyri  (no  less  we  may  add  than  the  four  dynasties  in 
the  other  half  of  the  Chamber  to  our  left),  would  have  to 
be  reduced  within  very  different  limits,  if  it  were  desired 
to  exhibit  only,  and  in  one  series,  the  number  of  generations 
and  of  consecutive  years  covered  by  the  xxx  or  xxxvi 
kings. 

When  first  put  up,  so  as  to  stand  clear  of  Dyn.  XVIII, 
the  87  years  taken  by  Eratosthenes  from  Manetho’s  Dyn. 
XVI,  while  they  occupy  the  last  part  of  the  184  years  given 
to  them  by  Manetho,  and  really  belonging  to  the  Shepherds 
of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  with  whom  they  were  for 
all  that  time  contemporary,  seem  also  to  form  a continuation 
to  Dyn.  XV  (XII  of  Africanus),  from  after  the  death  of 
Amenemhe  III.  But  when  the  position  of  Dyn.  XV  has  been 
finally  rectified,  and  Generation  xxxm  of  Eratosthenes,  that 
is,  the  separate  reign  of  Amenemhe  II.,  has  been  made  to 
begin  in  b.c.  1932,  so  that  the  reign  of  Amenemhe  III.  ends 
in  B.c.  (1932 — 121  = ) 1811,  and  that  of  Sevek-nefrou  12 
years  later,  in  b.c.  1799,  then  the  87  years  taken  by  Erato- 
sthenes from  the  Nubian  Dynasty  XVI,  and  commencing 
in  B.C.  (1748  + 87  = ) 1835,  appear  to  be,  as  they  really  are, 
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part  of  a separate  dynasty,  concurrent  only  in  part  with 
Dyn.  XV,  but  outlasting  it,  and  ending  at  the  same  point 
with  Dyn.  XIV,  with  which  also  it  is  concurrent.  But  for 
its  commencement  we  have  no  other  indication  than  the  sum 
of  184  years  given  to  it  by  Manetho.  If  this  sum  were  his- 
torical, we  should  have  to  say  that  the  xxxvi  kings  of  Ma- 
netho must  be  reducible  to  at  most  viii  generations,  and  to 
not  fewer  than  four  separate  lines.  But  it  is  clearly  impro- 
bable that  the  precise  sum  of  184  years  should  belong  at 
once  to  the  Shepherd  supremacy  over  Lower  Egypt,  and  to 
three  or  four  lines  of  kings  in  Upper  Egypt  and  in  the  two 
Nubias,  which  cannot  be  supposed  to  have  all  risen  and 
fallen  together  with  the  Shepherds.  Even  the  tributary 
kings  of  Memphis,  who  did  really  begin  from  the  same  point 
with  the  184  years  of  the  Shepherd  supremacy,  did  not  last 
precisely  to  their  end  ; while  in  Upper  Egypt  there  is  no 
trace  of  the  Shepherds  having  become  predominant  till 
much  later.  And,  besides  this,  as  we  know  that  Sesortasen 
I.  conquered  Nubia,  and  as  we  know  that  the  numerous  kings 
of  Dyn.  XVI  were  connected  by  blood  with  him  or  with 
his  partner  Amenemhe  I.,  and  names  of  the  same  formation 
are  found  in  Nubia  in  contemporary  inscriptions  of  his  reign, 
we  may  infer  that  he  not  only  conquered  Nubia,  but  also 
organised  its  government  after  the  manner  of  Egypt ; that 
so  the  true  historical  duration  of  Dyn.  XVI  may  have  been 
perhaps  about  216  rather  than  184  years;  and  that  one  or 
more  of  the  successions  grouped  together  in  it  may  have  had 
as  many  as  ix,  or  even  x,  actual  kings.  But  the  184  years 
of  Manetho,  like  some  others  of  his  numbers,  are  merely  an 
indication  of  the  184  years  of  the  Chronicle.  And,  if  so,  then 
in  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes  also  the  same  184  years,  in- 
dicated as  belonging  to  Dyn.  XVI  of  Manetho  by  his  Gen- 
erations xxxvi,  xxxvii,  and  xxxvm,  occupying  87  years 
before  Dyn.  XVIII,  are  really,  though  in  a very  indirect 
way,  an  indication  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle.  And 
viewed  thus,  the  three  generations  of  Eratosthenes,  with  a 
fourth  indicated  (for  the  last  has  60  years),  like  the  last  four 
of  his  representation  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XIV,  afford  a 
parallel  to  the  iv  generations  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chro- 
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nicle,  as  well  as  a hint  of  the  184  years  chronologically  be- 
longing to  them. 

“ As-'.  €>7]/3cuo)p  As-'  efiaaiXsvas  Hifyoas  6 /cal  'Epprjs,  vios 
'Ehpaicrrov,  hr)  s'.”  “ Siphoas,  or  Thoth,  which  means  son 
of  Phtha,  reigned  5 years.”  From  the  gloss,  vios  ' IhfcatoTov, 
Bunsen  naturally  wishes  to  read  St <bOas;  but  the  other  gloss, 
'Epp./)s,  requires  rather  S i-OwO,  which  with  a Greek  termi- 
nation might  make  2,i<f>6as.  The  two  glosses  then  are  seem- 
ingly mere  guesses  from  the  sound. 

“ Af.  03V  s/3aaiXcvas  <t>povpoip,  fjjoc  NftAos,  err) 

s'  [i£f.]  ” “ Phrouro,  or  Nilus,  reigned  19  years.”  The  sum 
of  Syncellus,  who  passes  here  from  his  A.M.  3889,  to  his 
A.M.  3894,  justifies  Bunsen’s  correction  of  19  for  “ 5 years ; ” 
and  the  gloss  agrees  fairly  with  the  name,  as  “ tour,"  (the 
river,  the  Nile,)  with  the  article  prefixed,  will  make  Phiourr, 
or  P/irour ; and  we  find  the  same  name,  with  the  same 
gloss,  at  the  end  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XIX,  in  ©oi xopis,  who 
is  identified  with  HoAu/Soy,  or  Nilus.  But  to  what  king 
the  allusion  may  be  in  the  list  of  Eratosthenes  we  have  no 
means  of  discovering. 

“ A?/,  ©j ;/3alW  \rj  eftaotXsvosv  WpovQavraZos,  sri)  £*/.” 
“ Amouthantaus  reigned  63  years.”  As  no  gloss  is  added, 
and  there  is  no  list  of  names  to  which  wc  can  refer,  it  is 
hopeless  to  inquire  after  the  owner  of  this  name,  into  which 
either  Amon  or  Mouth,  and  the  family  name  Ilantef,  may 
perhaps  enter.  All  that  is  clear  is  that  for  some  reason  or 
other  it  was  desired  to  indicate  under  one  sum  at  least 
two  actual  generations,  so  that  the  three  are  equivalent  to 
four.  But  to  what  end  four  should  be  preferred  to  three, 
when  even  with  four  the  representation  of  the  dynasty  is  so 
imperfect,  is  not  clear;  unless  it  were  for  this,  that  the 
number  of  four  generations  in  connection  with  the  184  years 
given  to  this  dynasty  by  Manetho,  and  shown  to  end  in  B.c. 
1748  by  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes,  might  hint  that  as  it 
stands  in  Manetho’s  lists  it  is  really  and  chronologically  con- 
current with  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  just  as  the  same 
had  been  hinted  already  for  the  latter  portion  of  Dyn.  XIV 
with  its  four  names. 

At  this  point  Syncellus  ceases  to  transcribe  from  Apollo- 
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dorus,  without  having  given  us  as  yet  any  name  from  Ma- 
netho’s  Dyn.  XVIII,  but  having  brought  us,  according  to 
his  own  apprehension,  in  some  sense  or  other  to  the  end  of 
a series : for  he  says  : — 

“ 'H  ru>v  X-q'  (3a<ri\Ja)v  tcov  kclt  Aiyvrrrov  Xeyopevwv  €>tj- 
ftalwv,  5)V  ra  ovofuiTa  'EpaToadevjjs  Xa/3<ov  eie  tu>v  tv  Avoir - 
i roXev  Ispir/pappaTecov  it apetf>patrev  el;  Alrfumlas  els  'EXAa&i 
<f>c ovqv,  ivravda  eXtjgev  dpxVi  ap^apimj  pev  utt'o  tov 
Kotrpvicov  stovs  It  etriv  pxS'  per  a rljv  avyyymv  to>v  yXtoaoiov, 
Xq^atra  Se  els  tovto  to  pp^oe  tov  xoapov  eras.”  That  is, 
“ The  line  of  the  xxxviii  kings,  called  in  Egypt  Theban, 
whose  names  Eratosthenes  had  sent  to  him  from  the  sacred 
scribes  at  Diospolis,  and  rendered  them  with  glosses  into 
Greek,  ended  here,  having  commenced  from  the  year  of  the 
world  2900,  and  ending  at  this  year  of  the  world  3975, 
which  has  been  last  named.”  It  should  have  been  “ com- 
mencing from  after  A.M.  2900,  and  ending  at  the  end  of 
a.m.  3976.”  For  Syncellus  and  those  whom  he  follows, 
make  2776  years  complete  to  the  Dispersion;  and  he  allows 
from  thence  2365  years  of  the  3555  of  the  original  Manetho, 
cutting  off  as  inadmissible  656  before,  and  534  after  the 
Flood,  and  saying  that  the  remaining  2365  end  with  the 
year  of  the  world  5141,  which  means  that  they  so  end  in 
the  scheme  of  Anianus.  After  what  has  been  recited  above, 
he  continues  thus : — “ Tu>v  Se  tovtois  iifiegrjs  aXXcov  vy' 
(~)>//3aieov  fSaoiXtcov  Inro  tov  alrrov  ' AsroXXoSiopov  irapaSe- 
Sopeviov  Tas  Trpoa-rjyoplas  srepiTrov  Ijyovpeda  iiTavOa,  ws 
pySev  ovpfiaXXopevas  r/plv,  7 rapadeoOai,  esrel  ppS'e  ai  s rpo 
alnoiv”  “ But  the  continuation  of  Lin  other  names  of 
Theban  kings,  which  is  given  by  the  same  Apollodorus,  I 
think  it  superfluous  to  insert  here,  as  they  make  nothing  to 
our  purpose,  though  in  truth  the  same  may  be  said  equally 
of  the  rest  which  have  preceded.” 

So  Syncellus  omits  the  LIII  following  names,  being  the 
remainder  wanting  after  xxxviii  to  complete  the  whole 
scheme  of  the  lxxvi  royal  generations  and  1881  years  of 
the  Chronicle,  with  the  xv  generations  and  443  years  “ of 
the  Cycle  ” prefixed  ; and  he  leaves  us  to  make  them  out  for 
ourselves  as  we  can;  only,  with  the  certainty  that  he  has  now 
brought  us  to  the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XVIII  of  Ma- 
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netho  and  the  Chronicle,  that  great  dynasty,  most  properly 
called  Diospolite,  which,  after  overthrowing  the  Shepherds, 
united  both  Upper  and  Lower  Egypt  (and  both  the  Nubias 
too  during  some  centuries)  under  a single  sceptre.  For 
having  followed  hitherto  the  order  of  Manetho’s  dynasties, 
and  having  given  already  twice  over  to  native  kings  of 
Lower  and  Upper  Egypt  the  chronological  space  of  the 
Shepherds,  that  is,  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  iden- 
tical with  the  larger  and  more  important  part  of  Dyn. 

XVII  of  Manetho  (XV  of  Africanus),  the  Theban  priests 
had  nothing  now  to  do  but  to  continue  with  the  single  series 
of  the  Chronicle  and  Manetho,  from  the  first  name  of  Dyn. 
XVIII,  the  chronological  space  of  which  they  have  already 
encroached  upon  to  the  extent  of  vn  generations  and  156 
years.  And  as  the  actual  kings  named  or  counted  by  Ma- 
netho for  his  XV  Dynasties  from  XVIII  to  XXX  inclu- 
sively, are  now  all  to  be  placed  or  omitted  as  if  between 
B.C.  (1748  — 156  = ) 1592  and  B.C.  345,  in  Lin  instead  of  LX 
generations,  and  in  b.c.  (1592  — 345  = ) 1247,  instead  of 
B.C.  (1748  — 345  = ) 1403  years,  the  first  thing  needed  is  to 
review  Manetho’s  names,  comparing  them  with  those  of  the 
Chronicle,  and  to  see  how  far  we  can  go  in  ascertaining 
which  names  would  be  omitted  or  consolidated  ; and,  when 
this  is  done,  we  shall  have  a list  not  very  greatly  differing 
from  that  omitted  by  Syncellus ; one  which  will  serve  at  any 
rate  to  show  how  the  scheme  of  Eratosthenes  must  have  been 
completed,  though  in  what  form  the  names  appeared,  or  with 
what  reigns  attached  to  them,  we  cannot  always  even  at- 
tempt to  conjecture. 

But  before  attempting  thus  to  recover,  at  least  approxima- 
tively,  the  arrangement  of  the  Lin  remaining  generations, 
there  are  two  points  which  demand  notice : 

First,  the  use  sought  to  be  made  of  that  difference  which 
exists  between  the  designation  and  description  of  Dyn. 

XVIII  by  the  Chronicle  and  by  Manetho ; for  the  Chronicle 
makes  it  a dynasty  of  “ xiv  Memphite  generations  in  348 
years,”  while  Manetho  makes  it  a dynasty  of  “ xvi  Diospolites  ” 
in  333  years.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  these  are  really  one 
and  the  same  dynasty,  with  the  same  kings  and  the  same  years, 
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beginning  historically  from  the  same  point,  and  ending  at 
the  same  point  one  with  the  other ; though  Manetho  seems 
to  depress  the  head  of  the  dynasty  by  an  unchronological 
insertion  made  at  the  very  beginning  of  his  kings,  and 
originally  consisting  of  3 years,  but  reduced  since  to  2 
years  and  10  months;  and  though  he  also  transposes  15 
years  from  the  middle  of  the  dynasty  to  the  end,  and  pre- 
fixes them  to  Dyn.  XIX.  This  he  does  for  a reason 
similar  to  that  for  which  the  Chronicle  also  itself  had  mis- 
placed and  suppressed  as  far  as  was  possible,  consistently 
with  its  purpose,  one  whole  dynasty  with  its  184  years. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  either  that  the  Theban  priests  who 
filled  up  for  Eratosthenes  the  framework  of  the  Chronicle, 
as  enlarged  by  themselves,  knew  this  at  least  as  well  as  we 
can  know  it.  So  we  must  not  suppose  that  in  their  own 
minds  they  distinguished  betwen  Dyn.  XV7  II I of  the  Chro- 
nicle and  Dyn.  XVIII  of  Manetho.  Still,  as  we  have  now 
had  some  experience  of  their  methods  of  indicating  what 
they  do  not  distinctly  exhibit,  and  of  making  the  same  gene- 
rations serve  the  purpose  of  double  or  even  treble  indica- 
tions, it  will  be  nothing  strange  to  find  that  in  order  to 
conceal  more  effectually  all  traces  of  the  Shepherd  Dynasty, 
and  that  they  may  not  be  distinctly  understood  to  have 
thrown  it  back  to  its  true  place  from  the  place  where  it  was 
named  unchronologically  by  the  Chronicle,  they  affect  to  re- 
gard Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle  and  of  Manetho  as  two 
distinct  dynasties,  and  indicate  both  of  these,  and  others  after 
them,  in  such  a way,  that  at  length  the  two  series  may 
blend  together,  long  after  the  184  years  of  Dyn.  XXVII 
of  the  Chronicle  have  been  anticipated  and  placed  ambigu- 
ously so  as  neither  to  betray  what  they  really  arc,  nor  that 
they  had  been  purposely  transposed  by  the  Chronicle  and 
are  now  put  back  to  their  true  places,  but  not  in  connection 
with  their  true  owners.  So  after  paralleling  the  xv  genera- 
tions “of  the  Cycle,”  and  the  first  (v  + m + iv  = )xil  of  the 
royal  generations  of  the  Chronicle,  those,  that  is,  of  its  Dynas- 
ties XVI  and  XVII,  they  insinuate  that  their  next  twelve 
generations  (xxvn  to  xxxviii  inclusively)  which  may  be  ire- 
garded  as  indicating  fourteen  generations,  (xxxi  and  xx?kii 
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being  reckoned  as  only  one,  but  three  others,  viz.  xxx, 
xxxiv,  and  xxxvm,  being  double,)  are,  in  spite  of  the  de- 
signation “Memphite,”  a representation  of  the  Xiv  genera- 
tions and  348  years  of  Dvn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle,  the 
series  named  having  340  years,  and  the  remaining  8 being  to 
he  added  from  the  next  reign.  Thus,  while  in  truth  they 
were  making  the  earlier  Thebans  invade  the  space  of  Dyn. 
XVIII  of  Manetho,  and  depress  it  so  as  to  begin  156  years 
too  low,  they  made  as  though  they  had  done  the  very  re- 
verse, putting  up  Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle  184  years 
too  high,  so  as  to  begin,  as  it  does  ostensibly,  immediately 
after  Dyn.  XVII,  and  so  as  to  occupy  both  the  184  years 
really  belonging  to  Dyn.  XXVII,  and  also  the  first  156  (and 
8 more)  of  its  own  years,  leaving  the  rest  to  be  reckoned  by 
a double  reckoning  as  making  the  commencement  both  of 
Dyn.  XVIII  of  Manetho  with  333,  and  of  Dyn.  XIX  of 
the  Chronicle  with  194  years. 

This  point  having  been  noticed,  we  must  consider  more 
particularly  both  the  causes  and  the  consequences  of  the 
inroad  already  made  on  the  space  of  Dyn.  XVIII  of  the 
Chronicle. 

If  we  put  together  the  last  thirteen  dynasties  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, as  they  stand,  from  the  head  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  (Dyn. 
XXVII  included,  with  its  iv  anonymous  kings  and  184 
years,)  they  have  in  all  64  generations  in  1588  years,  showing 
an  average  of  nearly  25  years  to  each  generation,  that  is, 
something  above  the  ordinary  average  of  the  Chronicle,  not- 
withstanding the  presence  of  many  short  reigns  in  the  later 
dynasties.  But  this  high  average  is  caused  mainly  by  the 
fact  that  the  anonymous  Dynasty  XXVII  to  its  184  years 
has  only  iv  generations,  and  in  part  also  by  some  other  spaces 
of  anarchy  or  of  illegitimate  reigns  being  added  on  to  par- 
ticular dynasties,  so  as  to  swell  the  average  length  of  their 
reigns.  Thus  15  years  at  least  of  kings  not  recognised  are 
reckoned  by  the  Chronicle  to  Dyn.  XVIII,  and  59  perhaps 
to  Dyn.  XIX.  On  the  ejection  of  Dyn.  XXVII  (suppos- 
ing it  to  be  restored  to  its  true  place  above  Dyn.  XVIII, 
and  with  only  iv  kings),  the  twelve  remaining  dynasties, 
viz.  XVIII  to  XXX  inclusively,  with  LX  kings  and  (1588  — 
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184  = ) 4404  years,  being  now  all  consecutive  and  in  their 
true  places,  will  have  an  average  length  of  23  years  and  4 
months  to  each  reign,  being  1 year  and  2 months  under  the 
ordinary  average  of  24^  years.  And  this  is  the  series  which 
Eratosthenes  would  have  had  to  make  out,  had  he  not  already 
given  vii  of  these  lx  generations,  and  1 56  of  their  years,  to 
names  of  other  “ Theban”  kings,  anterior  to  Dyn.  XVIII. 
But  having  done  that  he  has  only  liii  generations  and  1248 
years  of  the  Chronicle  left  to  parallel,  and  all  his  names,  if 
answering  to  those  of  Manetho’s  lists  from  the  head  of  Dyn. 
XVIII  downwards,  will  be  of  course  unchronologically 
depressed  to  the  extent  of  156  years,  and  will  depress  all 
below  them  till  some  part  of  history  is  reached  where  Mune- 
tho  supplies  no  names,  and  where  the  priests  choose  rather 
to  bridge  over  a chasm  with  Theban  names  unchronologically 
placed,  than  to  supply  new  and  more  accurate  information 
to  their  Greek  questioner.  Also,  as  156  years  are  fewer  by 
18  than  what  would  belong  to  any  vii  generations  of  Dyn. 
XVIII  of  the  Chronicle,  according  to  its  particular  average 
(xiv  in  348  giving  24-ff,  or  nearly  25  years),  the  average 
length  of  the  last  liii  generations  of  Eratosthenes  would 
necessarily  be  something  more  than  that  of  the  last  liii  of 
the  Chronicle  (Dyn.  XXVII  not  being  included),  viz. 
something  over  234  years,  instead  of  23£  years.  But  this  is 
of  no  moment,  as  Eratosthenes  does  not  follow  closely  the 
particular  averages  of  the  Chronicle,  and  irrespectively  of 
this  minute  difference  his  last  liii  generations,  omitted 
by  Syncellus,  commencing  from  Sept.  26,  B.c.  1592,  answer 
exactly  to  the  last  liii  of  the  Chronicle  (Dyn.  XXVII  not 
being  included),  commencing  from  Sept.  21,  b.c.  1574.  The 
next  question  is,  how  may  these  generations  have  been 
filled  up? 

We  have  been  following  the  dynasties  of  Manetho  hitherto 
conjointly  with  the  divisions  or  spaces  of  the  Chronicle,  so 
doubtless  Eratosthenes  would  continue  to  do  so  still ; the 
more  so  as  now  there  is  in  general  but  one  line  of  sovereigns 
for  all  Egypt.  And  so  we  might  suppose  at  first  that  the 
only  thing  to  be  done  is  to  compress  Manetho’s  more  numer- 
ous actual  kings  by  consolidation  to  the  number  of  the 
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Chronicle,  as  we  can  do  with  certainty  in  most  of  the  dy- 
nasties. Thus  in  Dyn.  XVIII,  where  Manetho  has  xvi 
kings  (or  xvi  and  one  queen),  and  the  monumental  lists  have 
xiii  kings,  it  is  easy  either  to  reduce  these  latter  to  xii,  as 
we  shall  do  below,  or  make  them  up  to  the  xiv  of  the  Chro- 
nicle by  considering  Rameses  II.  as  a double  generation,  and 
admitting  some  additional  name,  such  as  that  of  Amen-Anchut. 
The  vi  names  again  given  by  Manetho  for  Dyn.  XIX  admit 
of  being  reduced  to  the  v of  the  Chronicle  by  the  consolida- 
tion of  one  short  reign  of  only  5 years.  The  ix  monumental 
kings  who  are  identical  with  the  ix  of  Manetho’s  Dyn. 
XXII,  suit  exactly  the  vi  of  Dyn.  XXI,  and  the  hi  of 
Dyn.  XXII  of  the  Chronicle.  Two  kings  contained  in 
Manetho’s  Dyn.  XXIII  are  indentifiable  with  the  two  of 
Dyn.  XXIII  of  the  Chronicle ; and  the  two  others  and  the 
single  king  of  Manetho’s  Dyn.  XXIV  with  the  three  of 
Dyn.  XXIV  of  the  Chronicle.  The  three  Ethiopians  are 
the  same  in  Dyn.  XXV  according  to  both  schemes.  Dyn. 
XXVI  presents  no  difficulty,  the  last  of  Manetho’s  ix 
kings,  with  only  6 months,  being  really  contained  in  the  5th 
year  of  Cambyses,  and  the  three  predecessors  of  Psammitichus 
I.  in  Manetho’s  lists  being  no  doubt  set  aside  by  the  Theban 
priests  for  two  monumental  names  connected  with  Upper 
Egypt.  Instead  of  the  vm  Persians  enumerated  by  Ma- 
netho in  his  Dyn.  XXVII,  the  Chronicle,  under  the  v 
generations  of  its  Dyn.  XXVIII,  indicates  beyond  a doubt 
the  live  principal  reigns  of  Cambyses,  Darius,  Xerxes,  Ar- 
taxcrxes  Longimanus,  and  Darius  Nothus,  consolidating 
the  months  of  Artabanus,  Xerxes  II.,  and  Sogdianus,  as 
well  as  those  of  the  Magian,  and  three  years  of  Artaxerxes 
Mnetnon,  which  Manetho  himself  also  lias  left  unnoticed. 
If  two  kings  with  1 year  and  with  4 months  respectively, 
and  another  with  2 years,  in  Manetho’s  Dynasties  XXIX  and 
XXX  were  consolidated,  the  remaining  iv  kings  would  be 
identifiable  with  the  Hi  kings  of  Dyn.  XXIX  and  the  single 
king  of  Dyn.  XXX  of  the  Chronicle.  And  so  for  Dynasties 
XVIII,  XIX,  XXI,  XXII,  XXIII,  XXIV,  XXV, 
XXVI,  XXVIII,  XXIX,  and  XXX  of  the  Chronicle, 
we  should  have  from  Manetho  and  from  the  monuments  a 
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series  of  (14  + 5 + 6+  3 + 2 + 3+  3 + 7 45  + 3+1=)  52 
names  to  fill  up  the  liii  anonymous  generations  of  the 
Chronicle. 

But  this  method  alone  does  not  quite  carry  us  through. 
There  still  remains  one  long  dynasty,  Dyn.  XX  of  the  Chro- 
nicle, with  VIII  generations  and  228  years,  of  which  we  have 
as  yet  taken  no  account.  Manetho,  with  fewer  years  (a  dif- 
ference which  is  nothing  to  our  present  purpose),  gives  it 
XII  kings;  and  these,  if  the  reigns  had  been  given,  might 
have  been  reducible  by  consolidation  of  short  reigns,  or  of 
reigns  not  constituting  distinct  generations,  to  the  VIII  of  the 
Chronicle.  But  in  Manetho’s  lists,  as  they  now  stand,  no 
names  are  given,  and  it  seems  that  this  was  so  from  the  first, 
no  hieratic  list  being  transcribed  by  him  for  this  dynasty, 
though  no  doubt  he  added  in  his  narrative  some  notice  by 
way  of  explanation,  as  that  all  the  kings  were  of  the  same 
family,  or  that  they  all  had  one  and  the  same  family  name, 
(viz.  Rameses,)  with  the  preceding.  If  the  Theban  priests 
named,  as  they  were  certainly  able  to  name,  these  kings, 
whose  tombs  and  other  monuments  were  before  their  eyes, 
the  introduction  of  vin  more  names  for  this  dynasty  would 
force  us  (since  we  have  lti  already  without  them)  to  sup- 
press either  above  or  below  vii  of  those  which  we  have 
already  enumerated.  But  it  is  probable  that  the  Theban 
priests  availed  themselves  of  the  fact  that  Manetho  had  left 
this  dynasty  anonymous  in  order  to  gain  room  for  some  of 
those  vii  generations  of  Dyn.  XVIII  which  they  at  the  same 
time  displaced  and  thrust  down  from  above.  For  the  Greeks 
the  names  already  known  through  Manetho  were  as  good  as 
any  others,  or  rather  preferable  ; and  there  was  nothing  ob- 
jectionable in  covering  the  space  belonging  to  Dynasties 
XIX  and  XX  with  names  thrust  down  unehronologically 
from  Dynasties  XVIII  and  XIX,  seeing  that  this  is  only 
what  they  had  been  doing  throughout,  no  names  having  stood 
hitherto  in  their  true  chronological  position.  This  then  was 
the  reason  that  they  suppressed  (if  they  did  suppress  them,  as 
seems  most  probable)  Jive  perhaps  out  of  the  eight  kings  due 
to  Dyn.  XX,  not  that  they  were  unable  to  name  them,  but 
that  they  wanted  their  room  for  names  less  convenient  for 
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omission,  which  they  had  depressed  from  above.  Dyn.  XXI 
of  Manetho  would  naturally  be  unnoticed,  for  Manetho  him- 
self reckons  to  his  Dyn.  XX  Diospolites  enough  to  cover 
nil  those  93  years  of  Dyn.  XXI  which  are  chronological  as 
they  stand,  and  not  merely  thrown  up  from  other  places 
below ; and  the  Theban  priests  would  not  go  out  of  their 
way  to  place  either  his  fictitious  or  his  contemporary  Tanitea 
of  Lower  Egypt.  So  they  probably  made  Manetho’s  vi 
names  of  Dyn.  XIX,  consolidated  into  v to  suit  the  Chro- 
nicle, and  all  depressed  from  above,  together  with  only  three 
others  really  taken  from  the  monumental  kings  of  Dyn.  XX, 
and  from  its  end  rather  than  its  beginning,  to  exhibit  the 
viii  generations  given  to  that  dynasty  by  the  Chronicle. 

We  may  now  subjoin  a conjectural  and  approximative  re- 
construction of  the  last  liii  generations  of  Eratosthenes  and 
Apollodorus,  omitted  by  Syncellus,  but  needed  to  complete 
those  (XV  + LXXVI  = )XCI  generations  and  (443  + 1881  = ) 
2324  years  of  the  Chronicle,  which  the  Theban  priests  made 
Eratosthenes  allow  to  the  kings  from  Menes  to  Nectanebo: 

Continuation  of  Dynasties  XVIII  and  XXVII  of  the 
Chronicle,  indicated  under  Dynasty  XVIII  of  Manetho,  with 
XI V yenerations  and  333  or  348  years. 

“ \6'.  <r)t]/3aui}V  \6'  iftaalXevoev "A ywats,  enj  Kg'."  “Amosis 
reigned  25  years.”  With  his  8th  year  the  348  years  of  Dyn. 
XVIII  of  the  Chronicle  are  completed  in  xi  generations,  as 
expressly  reckoned,  or  in  Xiv  as  indirectly  indicated;  and 
from  this  point  commences  a second  exhibition  of  the  184 
years  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  so  that  the  xvm 
generations  from  Generation  xxvii  to  xlv  inclusively  (that 
is,  the  xvn  I which  have  years  attached  to  them,  Generation 
xxxi,  which  is  only  a name,  being  not  counted),  may  be 
divided  either  into  vii  with  184  years  and  xiv  with  348,  or 
into  Xiv  with  348  and  vii  with  184  years,  thus: — 

Either  Djo.  XXVII.  1M.  l)yn.  XVIII,  IMS. 

Gen«.  f '.  »fi  . «6‘.  A\  A£* . Ay'.  Ai'.  A/.  Ac'-  A4' • Ah'.  A0.  /*'.  /jut.  /uy.  t tX . fM 
Yrt.  ? 7.  12.  II.  60.  42.  23.  (20  + 26).  43.  5.  19.  G3.  (8+17).  20.  48.  26.  10  48.  |.V 

Or  Djii.  XYUI,  34«.  |>vn.  XXVII.  IM. 
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By  detaching  the  last  reign  and  reckoning  it  to  those  fol- 
lowing, the  same  scheme  may  be  regarded  as  exhibiting  Ma  • 
netho’s  Dynasties  XVI  and  XVIII,  with  184  and  333 
years,  which  might  equally  with  those  of  the  Chronicle  be 
reversed  and  reckoned  the  333  first  and  the  184  last,  if  there 
were  any  reason  for  such  ambiguity,  which  there  is  not,  it 
being  only  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle  of  which  it  was 
desired  to  conceal  the  exact  place  and  nature. 

“ p'.  Virjftaiwv  p iftacrt\ev<T£v  Apeviorfidls,  h~q  K.n  “ Ame- 
noph  I.  reigned  20  years.” 

“ pa.  (At) ft  a to)  v pa!  iftaaiAevcrs  Mitppls  hi]  pr/.”  “ Thothmes 
III.  reigned  48  years.” 

“ p ft'.  Vhjftaiwv  pi 3'  iftaaiAevoev  ApevitHpis,  hp  “ Ame- 

noph  II.  reigned  26  years.” 

“ py '.  ®t]ftaui)v  pry  iftaalAevcn  TovOprocn?,  hr]  t'.”  “ Thoth- 
mes IV.  reigned  10  years.” 

“pS.  (rhjftauov  p&  iftacriAevcrev  'Appevuxfns,  err)  ptj'.” 
“ Amenoph  III.  reigned  48  years.” 

“ ps.  (-hjftaiov  pi  iftaatAevcrev  TQpos,  e-rt)  is.”  “ llorus 
reigned  15  years. 

Here  the  double  exhibition  of  either  184  + 348  or  348  + 
184  years,  as  if  belonging  to  Dynasties  XXVII  and  XVIII 
or  XVIII  and  XXVII  of  the  Chronicle,  is  completed. 
And  Eratosthenes  might  continue  with  an  indication  of 
Dyn.  XIX  of  the  Chronicle  as  follows : — 


Man.  Remainder  of  Dyn.  XVIII,  333.  Dyn.  XX.  135.  D/n.  XXI,  93. 


Gem.  C mt'.  m^-  /*»)'•  • »•  »•'.  »£'•  **'•  »r'.  ►*'.  W. 

Yr».  I 25.  25  4.  68.  19.  (15+38.+6).  20.  47.  52.  21.  42.  7.  23! 


Chron.  Dyn.  XIX,  194.  Dyn.  XX,  228. 


“pi.  Qrjftatcov  pi  eftaaiAevaev  'A^epprjs,  stij  ice'.”  “Acher- 
res  reigned  25  years.” 

“ pK-  Vhifta.il ov  p£  eftaatkivaev  'A-^spprjs,  h-i]  “ Acher- 

res  reigned  25  years.” 

“ pi • Vlijftalmv  prj  iftaaiAevae  ' Appscrcn~]s,£Tri  S'.”  “ Armes- 
ses  reigned  4 years.” 

“ pff.  Vhjftaicov  pff  eftaaikevas  'Vapeaefp,  err]  £>)'.”  “ Ra- 

ineses Miammous  reigned  68  years.” 
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“ v'.  Qyfiauov  v eftaartKevaev  ’A pevoxfr,  err)  iff."  “ Amenoph 
reigned  19  years.” 

Here  in  truth  we  end  Manetho’s  Dynasty  XVIII  of  xvi 
Diospolites  in  333  years.  But  in  consequence  of  the  de- 
pression of  this  dynasty  by  156  years,  we  have  now  come 
apparently  to  the  end  of  the  141st  year  of  Dyn.  XIX  of 
the  Chronicle.  It  would  have  been  the  156th,  but  that 
Manetho,  as  has  been  explained  elsewhere,  has  attached  15 
years  really  belonging  to  Dyn.  XVIII  to  the  first  reign  of 
his  Dynasty  XIX. 

“ va.  %r)fial<i3v  va  ejBaaiXevae  2s'$o>r,  err)  vff “ Sethos 
reigned  59  years.” 

The  first  15  of  these  really  belong,  as  has  been  just  said, 
to  Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle,  and  make  the  difference 
between  its  sum  of  348  and  Manetho’s  sum  of  333  years. 
But  in  the  present  unchronological  exhibition  of  both  the 
schemes  these  15,  with  38  more  years  of  the  same  reign, 
complete  the  exhibition  of  the  1 94  pears  of  Dyn.  XIX  of 
the  Chronicle,  the  five  generations  of  which  have  been  rec- 
koned already.  But  the  remaining  6 years,  together  with 
the  name,  represent  the  first  of  the  viii  generations  of  Dyn. 

XX  of  the  Chronicle.  Dynasty  XIX  of  Manetho  is 
equally  completed  and  exhibited,  and  at  the  same  point  with 
Dyn.  XIX  of  the  Chronicle,  the  only  difference  being,  that 
for  the  exhibition  of  the  three  Dynasties  XVI,  XVIII,  and 
XIX  of  Manetho,  the  15  years  of  Generation  XLV  are 
reckoned  to  the  head  of  Dyn.  XIX,  instead  of  being  rec- 
koned to  the  end  of  Dyn.  XVIII ; while  for  the  exhibition 
of  Dynasties  XVIII,  XXVII  (or  XXVII,  XVIII),  and 
XIX  of  the  Chronicle,  it  is  vice  versa. 

Dynasty  XX  of  the  Chronicle,  of  rill  Diospolites,  in  228 
years,  and  Dynasty  XX  of  Manetho  with  135  and  part  of 

XXI  with  93  years. 

The  last  6 years  of  Generation  Li,  together  with  the  name 
Sethos,  make  the  first  generation  towards  the  representation 
of  this  dynasty.  Then 

“v/I.  tch)(3aiu>v  vft'  eftaaiXevaev  ’A fieveyfys,  hr)  k 
“ Amen-nccht  reigned  20  years.” 
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“ vy'.  ©>;/8aMBV  vy'  s/3a<ri\evos  ' Pap^atrijf,  hr)  pK‘."  “ Ea- 

meses  III.  reigned  47  years.” 

“vS'.  (")tjf3amv  v&  i/3a<n\svcrs 'Papsacnis,  hr)  v/31.”  “Ea- 
rnest's reigned  52  years.” 

Here  is  completed  the  exhibition  of  the  135  years  of  Ma- 
nctho’s  Dyn.  XX,  but  not  that  of  the  xii  Diospolite  kings 
whom  he  gives  to  the  same  dynasty,  and  who  cover  93  years 
more,  so  as  to  end  together  with  the  viii  generations  and 
228  years  of  Dyn.  XX  of  the  Chronicle. 

“vs.  ®T)f3aio)v  vs  efUatriKsvos  ©ovarpiv,  6 7 rap  'Op-gpep  IloXu- 
/3or,  hr)  tea'."  “ Thuoris,  who  is  the  Polybus  of  Homer, 
reigned  21  years.” 

The  five  generations  which  have  hitherto  been  named  as 
if  representing  the  first  156  years  of  Dyn.  XX  of  the 
Chronicle,  being  really  depressed  from  above,  the  names  still 
wanting  to  complete  the  viii  generations  of  the  Chronicle 
will  be  taken,  we  may  presume,  not  from  the  first  of  the  his- 
torical kings  of  Dyn.  XX,  but  from  those  at  its  end,  so 
that  they  may  indicate  their  five  predecessors  whose  places 
have  been  usurped  by  names  depressed  and  belonging  his- 
torically to  Dynasty  XIX. 

“ v?'.  &r)ftal<0V  Vf  ejSacriXivcrcV  THpos  Xtapparv,  o icrri 
Aioysvi)?,  err/  pff.”  “ ller-Hor  Si-amon  reigned  42  years.” 

“ v%.  ®r)/3ala>v  vf'  sfiatxiKsvas  llavreirviji,  hi)  “ Pi- 

netem  reigned  7 years.” 

“vr\ ’.  &i)/3aItov  in)  eftotoiKsvas  ISllirravprjs,  hrj  tcy."  “ Ea- 
men-cheper  reigned  23  years.” 

Here,  in  viii  Diospolite  generations,  we  have  completed 
a representation  both  of  the  viii  generations  and  228  years 
of  Dyn.  XX  of  the  Chronicle,  and  of  the  xii  reigns  of 
Dyn.  XX  of  Manetho,  these  latter  being  compressed  into 
viii  generations,  and  covering  93  more  years  than  the  135 
which  Manetho  allows  to  their  dynasty.  Consequently 
these  93  years  must  be  subtracted  from  the  130  years  of  his 
Dyn.  XXI,  the  concurrent  Tanites  of  which  would  be  set 
aside  in  favour  of  the  Thebans  really  belonging  to  the  same 
space;  while  the  remaining  37  years  of  Manetho’s  Dyn. 
XXI  are  transposed  by  him  from  their  true  places  and  con- 
nections, to  which  we  may  presume  the  Theban  priests 
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would  restore  them.  So  taking  the  head  of  Dyn.  XXI  of 
the  Chronicle  now  to  coincide  with  the  head  of  Dyn. 
XXII  of  Manetho,  and  having  from  this  point  downwards 
no  longer  any  reason  for  distinguishing  the  two  schemes,  we 
may  continue,  simply  filling  up  the  blank  generations  of  the 
Chronicle  from  Manetho’s  names : — 

Dynasty  XXI  of  the  Chronicle  and  XXII  of  Manetho, 
with  VI  Tanite  or  Bubastite  generations  and  121  years. 

“ vff.  ®r]/3aui)v  v6'  iftaoiXevos  —saorp^is,  err]  tea! .”  “ Shi- 

shonk  I.  reigned  21  years.” 

tan  f efiaoiXevoEv  Oaopywv,  ertj  is”  “ Osorclion 
I.  reigned  15  years.” 

“£a'.  tr)ijj3aio>v  fa'  s/Sacn'Xsvcre  Ta/ciXcoffis,  erg  [*;’?].”  “2a- 
kelot  I.  reigned  [25  ?]  years.” 

“ £/S'.  (rhjfiaitov  i/SaaiXevcrev  ’0 cropyuiv,  erg  [«#'  ?].” 

“ Osorchon  II.  reigned  [2D?]  years.” 

“ f-y'.  Qdyfiaicav  tjy'  i/SaaiXevas  —sowy^is,  hr)  [tf*?].” 
“ Shishonk  II.  reigned  [17?]  years.” 

“ £&'.  &g/3a(a>v  £6'  sfiaaiXsuoe  'laseXcodis,  erg  t8'.”  “ Ta- 

kelot  II.  reigned  14  ? years.” 

Manetho  gives  no  names  for  the  3rd,  4th,  and  5th  of  these 
kings;  and  between  all  the  three  he  gives  only  29  years,  and 
he  gives  to  the  6th  king  only  13  years.  But  the  12th  year  of 
Takelot  I.,  the  23rd  of  Osorchon  II.,  and  the  14th  of  Take- 
lot  II.,  have  been  found  marked  on  the  monuments.  With 
the  sums  conjecturally  assigned  them,  the  vi  kings  have  121 
years. 

Dynasty  XXII  of  the  Chronicle,  with  ill  Tanite  generations 
and  41  years,  the  names  belonging  to  Dynasty  XXII  and  the 
years  to  Dynasty  XXIII  of  Manetho. 

“ fe'.  ®g/3auov  £s'  e/BaalXsvas  Xsacoy^is,  erg  if.”  “ Shi- 
shonk III.  reigned  16  years.”  [But  by  an  Apis-stele  he 
reigned  51.] 

“ Qgftauov  1-f  efiaoiXsocre  Ilt^aj)?,  sig  if.”  “ I’icliai 
reigned  16  years.”  [But  the  only  known  date  of  this  king 
is  that  of  an  Apis-stele  where  his  second  year  is  marked.] 
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“ ' &t]/3cU(i)V  ifiaoiksvcre  'S.etjoyy^is,  erg  if'.”  “ Shi- 

shonk  IV.  reigned  16  years.”  [But  on  an  Apis-stele  his  37th 
is  named.] 

So  perhaps  the  two  generations  and  48  years  of  the  Chro- 
nicle are  really  covered  by  Shishonk  III.  alone,  who  with 
a son  who  died  before  him  may  count  for  two  generations. 
And  if  so,  Pichai  and  Shishonk  IV.  may  be  contemporaries 
of  the  two  kings  of  Dyn.  XXIII  who  had  possession  of 
Thebes,  and  of  other  kings  following. 

Dynasty  XXIII  of  the  Chronicle,  u Diospolites,  in  19 
years,  being  the  second  and  third  names  of  Dynasty  XXIII  of 
Manctho. 

“&  • £ g IftaaiKevaev  'Oaopfywv,  hr)  0."  “Osorchon 

reigned  9 years.” 

“ fd'.  ©gfiauov  1-0  efdaaiKevae  '•Vd/ipovs,  err)  i.”  “Psimout 
reigned  10  years.” 

As  Shishonk  III.,  Pichai,  and  ShishonkI  V.  seem  by  the 
Apis-stelse  to  have  reigned  between  them  not  only  48  years, 
answering  to  the  48  of  Dyn.  XXII  of  the  Chronicle,  but 
90  or  more  years  (answering  rather  to  the  87  of  Dyn. 
XXIII  of  Manetho),  we  must  suppose  that  Egypt  was  in 
the  time  of  these  kings  again  divided ; and  that  the  two 
kings  of  Dyn.  XXIV  of  the  Chronicle,  who  though  pro- 
bably of  the  same  lineage  with  the  preceding,  are  called  by 
it  “ Diospolites,”  because  they  had  possession  of  Thebes, 
were  really  contemporaneous  with  part  of  the  90  years  of 
the  three  above-named  kings  of  Dyn.  XXIII. 

Dynasty  XXIV  of  the  Chronicle  ( part  of  XXIII  and 
XXIV of  Manetho'),  with  in  Tanite generations  and  44  years. 

“o'.  P)rif3al<ov  o'  eficuriXsvae  TleTov/3don]s,rn}  [wa'?].”  “ Pet- 
sibast  reigned  [2 1 ?]  years.” 

“ oa.  €>g/3aia>v  oa!  efiaaiXsvae  Zgr,  erg  [id  ?].”  “ Zet 

reigned  [11  ?]  years.” 

“ o/3'.  Hgfiaifjov  o/3'  hfiaalXsixri  B otc^opis,  erg  (/S'?”  “ Boc- 

choris  reigned  [12  ?]  years.” 

The  names  of  the  first  two  of  these  kings  not  having  been 
found  on  any  Apis-stelaj,  we  may  suppose  that  they  also  were 
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contemporaries  of  the  last  of  the  three  Tanites  named  above, 
under  Dyn.  XXII  of  the  Chronicle.  But  since  the  Apis 
No.  34  of  M.  Mariettc  was  buried  “ in  the  6th  year  of 
Docchoris,"  while  the  preceding  Apis,  No.  33,  which  died  in 
the  37th  year  of  Shishonk  IV,  was  buried  in  the  same 
chamber,  it  would  seem  that  the  division  had  now  come  to 
an  end,  and  that  Bocchoris  succeeded  Shishonk  IV.  as  sove- 
reign of  all  Egypt. 

Dynasty  XXV  of  the  Chronicle  and  of  Manetho,  with  ill 
Ethiopian  generations  and  44  years. 

“ of.  ®ri/3aui)V  or/  ijSaaiXsvae  'H.aftdicaiv,  hi)  t/?.”  “Sabaco 
reigned  1 2 years.” 

“ o!>.  &i)/3auov  oS  ejBaaiXevcrs  ’SevT/j/os,  err)  iB'.”  “ Seve- 

chus  reigned  14  years.” 

“ os',  (rhjftauov  of  efiacrlXevae  Tdp/cos,  hy  irf.”  “ Tirhaka 
reigned  18  years.” 

Dynasty  XXVI  of  the  Chronicle  {and  of  Manetho),  with 
vil  Generations  of  Memphites  in  177  years. 

“ of.  Grjf3aum>  of  eftaaiXevos  Kaaroys,  hi)  id'.”  “ Kasto 

reigned  19  years.” 

“ of-  Gyftalwv  of  ifiaeiXevaeii  'A ypepts  A Wiofr,  hi) 

“ Ameniritis  reigned  20  years.” 

“of.  Gyfiauov  of  efiacrlXs vcre  'Happhixps,  hr)  j/8.”  “Psam- 
mitichus  I.  reigned  54  years.” 

“off.  (“)i){3aio)v  06'  efiaaiXevcri  Ne^nto,  hr)  if.”  “ Necho 
reigned  15  years.” 

“ 7 f.  ftyfiauov  n’  eftaaiXivoe  'i'a/ifj.hi^os,  hi)  f.”  “ Psam- 
mitichus  II.  reigned  6 years.” 

“ 7ra.  @i)/3alcov  ira  sftaoiXsvcrsv  ’O vafipis,  hi)  iff.”  “ Oua- 
phres  reigned  19  years. 

“■K&.  Gi)@ala>vir/ff  i^aaiKsvcrev  ’Apoicns,  hi)  pB’.”  “Amasis 
reigned  44  years.” 

Dynasty  XXVIII  of  the  Chronicle  {X XVII  of  Manetho), 
of  v generations  of  Persians  in  124  years. 

“ Try'.  @i)fiaaov  Try'  eBaatXevas  Kap/3v<ri)s,  err)  S'.”  « Cam- 
byses,  from  the  beginning  of  his  5th  Tersian  year,  reigned 
4 years.” 
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“ irS.  tyyftatcov  irB'  effacrtXevae  Aapeios,  sry  Xf'.”  “ Darius 
reigned  36  years.” 

“ire.  tfryftauov  ire'  i/3aai\svcre  "B-ip^ys,  fry  tea.”  “ Xerxes 
reigned  21  years.” 

“irf.  Sy/3aio)v  irf  efiaaiXsvaev  ' A.pTa%£p%ys,  put.”  “ Arta - 
xerxes  reigned  41  years.” 

“ ir£.  ®rjl3at(ov  ir%  efiaaikevcre  A apeios,  fry  AC/S'.”  “ Darius 
Nothus  reigned  22  years.” 

Dynasty  XXIX  of  the  Chronicle  ( XXIX  and  part  of 
XXX  of  Manetho),  with  III  Tanite  generations,  in  39  years." 

“ irf.  (~)t)f3alwv  iry  ej3aai\evae  Katpepeiiys,  Ittj  f.”  “ Xe- 
pherites  reigned  6 years.” 

“ irff.  ®y/3auov  irO'  ejdaaikevaev  “Ayropis,  ary  if.”  “ Achoris 
reigned  13  years.” 

“4'.  @y/3alcov  4'  eftacCkevoe  Ne/craidftys,  fry  k .”  “ Necta~ 

nebes  I.  reigned  20  years.” 

Dynasty  XXX  of  the  Chronicle  ( the  remainder  of  XXX 
of  Manetho),  of  one  Tanite  generation,  in  18  years: — 

“ 4a'.  Ctyfialwv  fa’  efiaalkavae  NeKravefiys,  ary  ly.”  “ Nec- 
tanebes  II.  reigned  18  years.” 

Such  is  the  simplest  way  in  which  a continuation  of  the 
list  of  Eratosthenes  may  be  constructed  from  the  same  mate- 
rials, that  is,  from  the  names  of  Manetho,  as  were  chiefly 
used  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  same  list  preserved  to  us  by 
Syncellus.  If  any  one,  noticing  the  high  particular  average 
of  the  Chronicle  in  its  Dynasties  XIX  and  XX  (where  v ge- 
nerations in  194  years  have  nearly  39  years,  and  vili  in  228 
have  28^  years  apiece),  thinks  that  the  Theban  priests  would 
be  likely  for  these  dynasties  to  take  a hint  from  Manetho’s 
numbers  of  vt  and  XII  kings,  and  so  make  room  for  eight 
names  instead  of  only  three  of  the  Diospolites  really  be- 
longing to  Dyn.  XX,  there  is  nothing  to  forbid  this  suppo- 
sition. Only  in  that  case  more  extensive  alterations  than 
those  made  above  would  be  required ; since  both  the  five 
reigns  or  generations  of  Dyn.  XIX,  as  depressed  into  the 
space  belonging  to  Dyn.  XX,  would  need  to  have  their 
years  much  curtailed ; and  compensation  would  have  to  be 
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made  for  the  five  generations  added  to  Dyn.  XX,  by  sup- 
pressing somewhere  or  other  below  five  of  those  (vi  + hi  + 
II  + hi  + hi  + vii  + v + iii  + i = ) xxxiil  generations  which 
follow  it  in  the  Chronicle.  But  the  plan  of  reconstruction 
adopted  above  seems  more  likely  to  be  near  to  the  truth;  and 
in  any  case  it  suffices  to  illustrate  the  general  outline  and 
proportions  which  the  whole  Theban  list  of  Eratosthenes 
must  have  exhibited  (though  under  names  probably  not 
always  to  be  recognised),  had  it  been  preserved  to  us 
complete. 
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TO 

VOLUME  I. 


Pa** 

4, 


A. 

a. 


9. 

8, 

»o, 

10. 

10. 

10, 

10. 

10, 

10, 


16. 

17, 


22. 

24. 

*5, 

25, 


Line 

9,  for  “3024”  read  “301‘J  vague  or  3010 
Julian.” 

15,  for  “about  1504  " read  “ 1506  vague  or 
1505  Julian.**, 

6,  for  **  500  **  read  '*  about  509.” 

21,  for  "one  great  season " read  "four 
great  month*.” 

22,  for  «urti  read  mWi 

27,  for  "H and  •»»  Im  read  - 

rw  and  tin  im  - 

29,  for  r(nc  read 

35,  for  m'  read  (/, 

1,  for  f *«  read  ;**  . 

6,  for  C read  £'. 

II,  for  2v>arru«r  read  litarn^si,  and  for 
tret  read  tew*. 

19,  for  read 

29,  for  irr(,),an  read  i 

35,  for  “cAAaJu*"  read  ” 

38,  for  "ru,"  read  ” rs£,"  and  insert  a 
comma  after  Also  note  that 

Synccilus,  by  reckoning  only  " xxix 
dynasties”  after  Phthah,  shows  that 
Dyn.  XXVII  was  disregarded  by  him, 
though  the  text  itself  signifies  plainly 
enough  that  l'hthah  is  not  one  of  the 
dynasties.  The  same  appears  also  from 
the  omission  of  184  years  required  by 
the  sum  total,  and  manifestly  belonging 
to  Dyn.  XXVII. 

14,  for  “a  sum  divisible  by”  read  “just 
the  sum  of.” 

32,  before  **  b.c.  345  ” insert  **  In.” 

6,  for  “ of  the  time  of  Augustus  ” read 
” perhaps  of  the  third  century  after 
Christ.” 

17,  for  ‘‘elder  ” read  "older.** 

36,  for  ” Hcsekiah  ” read  ” Rchoboam.” 

14  A 24,  for  “ the  end  of"  read  *'  Nisan  1 In.” 

31,  “in  all  48.9®*.”  Strictly  speaking,  in- 
stead of  reckoning  4 years  to  Neriglissar, 
and  9*®  separately  to  Laborosoarchod, 
Josephus  should  have  reckoned  26  as 
remaining  to  Nebuchadnezzar  (for  he 
reigned  43  from  the  spring  of  B.c.  604, 
but  44  from  bis  first  Syrian  campaign  in 
B.c.  G05)  + 2 of  Evilmerodnch  + 4 of 
Neriglissar  (including  tbe  9*®  of  Labo- 

o 


Fag* 


26, 

26, 

28, 

29. 


30, 

31, 

31. 


31, 

n, 

34, 

35, 

38, 

39, 
39, 
39, 


39, 

40, 


41, 


I 41- 

D 2] 


Line 

rosoarchod)+  17  of  Nabonadius,  making 
in  all  49  from  Jan.  18  in  B.c.  587  to 
Jan.  5 in  h.c.  538. 

5,  for  “ 23,”  read  " 24,”  and  line  10,  for 
"eleventh  ” read  " tenth.” 

10,  after  " from  ” read  *•  Nisan  I In.” 

2,  for  “ the  end  of.”  read  *•  Nisan  I in.” 

19,  omit  the  words  "and  Hippolytus.” 
Hippolytus  made  only  2242  years  to  tlio 
Flood. 

33,  omit  *'  men  of  learning  and  sagacity.” 

3,  omit  ” or  I4lh.*’ 

20,  for  "Herodotus  and  Plato  or  Eudoxus”, 
read  “ Plato  and  Eudoxus,  or  at  any 
rate  Eudoxus." 

27,  at  the  words  " Diodorus  Siculus,”  Ac. 
sre  below  the  note  to  p.  41, 1.  17. 

24,  for  ” 35.864  " read  ” 35.064.” 

34,  for  " |jth$  *’  read  "ll.}”  and  for  “a 
fraction  **  read  " a divisor.” 

22,  for  ” in  truth,  all  ” read  ” in  truth  ail  ” 


22,  for  ” 29j  ” read  “29^.” 

7.  after  "23,220"  insert  " [really  23,218].” 
17,  for  " 35,054  ” read  " 35,064.” 

20,  " might  substitute"  &c.  Put  compare 
p.  514  and  other  passages  in  Ch.  IV. 
whicii  show  that  the  Hieratic  scheme 
did  not  in  fact  do  this,  but  divided  its 
35,064  month-years  into  23,218  +39 14  + 
7902.  This  is  to  be  noted  and  borne  in 
mind  whenever  the  same  numbers  23,220 
and  7900  recur,  as  in  pp.  40  and  41. 

22,  after  " 7900  ” insert  **  [really  7902].” 

4,  for  ‘*6780"  (which  is  7900-1120)  read 
"6782”,  and  wherever  else  the  same 
number  recurs.  Sec  tbe  last  note  above. 
7,  Ac.  In  the  first  series  of  figures 
"21.915  + 1305”  ...  . 

— should  have  been 

-sjjw+iw-  ^“MS+wr 

4.1,218  ’ (.790 


have  been  .. ^38+5M4  anj  jn 

67*2  » 

second  series  “ 23,220  + 6780  " should 
have  been  ”23,218  +6782.” 

17,  " such  season -years,”  but  see  p.  628.  It 
does  not  see m that  any  of  tbe  Egyptian 
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schemes  really  contained  such  reason' 
years.  The  assertion  rests  only  upon 
a suggestion  made  In  conversation  to 
Diodorus  and  for  his  personal  benefit. 

43,  37,  for  “the  Demigods’*  read  “a  third 

order  of  Gods  derived  from  them." 

49,  30,  44  Suidas,  following  Philo  and  Por- 

phyry ” Ac.  But  If  Clinton  has  good 
grounds  for  placing  Suidas  (whose  age 
used  to  be  considered  unknown)  “ be- 
fore Strabo,”  the  name  Suidas  in  this 
and  many  similar  references  must  be 
understood  only  of  the  present  text  of 
Suidas  as  added  to  by  later  transcribers 
and  re-editors. 

60,  IS,  before  “ ancestor  " insert  '*  the." 

58,  3,  for  “ cycles  ” read  “ pseudo-cycles.” 

63,  20,  for  *'  these  ; " read  “ these," 

67,  16,  17.  "A  Homs  was  named  immediately 

before  Menes."  This  opinion  of  M. 
Brugsch,  however,  is  discarded  in  Ch. 
IV.  (see  pp.  505,  506),  after  a more  care- 
ful examination  of  the  Papyrus. 

71,  4,  for  •*  to  give  this  ” read  “ in  order  to 

obtain  for  this.” 

71,  6,  for  “ at  S9l  " read  “of  29j." 

73,  22,  for  “ and  Sogdianus  " rend  **  Sogdianus 

and  Artaxerxea  Mnemon." 

73,  36,  for  “33|  years"  read  **  23?  years." 

75,  9,  for  "X  VI”  read  “XV I of  the  Chronicle." 

76,  17,  " Manelho,  whose  designation  of  Mencs 

as  0» rtins,"  Ac.  But  further  on  reasons 
are  given  for  concluding  that  this  de- 
signation is  only  from  P.ratosthenes,  and 
from  the  compiler  of  the  lists  of  Africa- 
nus  ; and  that  Manelho  himself  agreed 
with  the  Chronicle  in  naming  Menes  and 
his  successors  Tanites.  The  sume  note 
will  apply  also  at  p.  77, 1.  7,  and  else- 
where. 

79,  6,  for  “ at  n.c.  1322  " read  “in  b.c.  1322." 

79.  28,  29,  for  “ 8 " read  “ 7." 

60,  3,  for  M nearly  8 "read  “ above  7." 

80,  4,  for  “ 8 " read  “ 7." 

85,  3,  for  “ Hystaspes."  read  “ Ilystaspes  ” 

85,  5,  for  “ Dee,”  read  " Dec." 

86,  7,  for  “ Apollodorus"  read  "Apollonius 

Rhodius." 

86,  16,  for  " B.c.  276"  read  “b.c.  268"  which 

is  Clinton's  date. 

87,  16,  for  “ about  " read  *'  before  " the  time 

of  the  Christian  era.  Ac.  ; since  further 
on,  when  the  statements  of  Diodorus 
come  to  be  examined  (in  Ch.  V.),  it 
will  ap|>«ar  that  it  was  probably  a good 
deal  earlier,  and  at  sume  time  between 
u.c.  145  or  B.c.  138,  when  Apollodorus 
flourished  (he  may  have  lived  much 
longer),  and  b c.  58.  Perhaps  one  may 
put  it  conjecturaily  about  b.c.  1 00.  The 
fact  too  that  a “ Manet  ho  of  Mendes” 
is  mentioned  by  Suidas  points  to  the 
same  inference,  if  Suidas  has  at  length 
been  rightly  placed  before  the  contem- 
poraries of  Augustus.  For  though  Sul* 
das  is  quoted  fur  many  names  and  refe- 
rences of  later  centuries  after  Christ,  the 
name  of  an  Egyptian  writer  of  a date  not 
far  from  his  own  is  not  so  likely  to  have 
been  inserted  into  his  text  afterwards 
as  those  of  others  of  later  celebrity. 


Page  Line 

87,  25,  for  “ b.c.  141 ’’ read  **  B.c.  145.”  Apol- 

lodorus however  i crote  his  Chrono- 
graphy  at  some  later  date  than  B.c.  138. 
87,  27,  for  “ b.c.  60  " read  **  b.c.  58." 

86,  7,  before  “ Eratosthenes  ” insert  “ and  " 

and  omit  “ and  Apollodorus.” 

8®,  10,  for  **  In  the  first  century " read  “ in 

the  second  century."  Tatian  is  put  by 
Clinton  from  S.  Jerome  at  a.D.  173. 

92,  8,  for  “ also  Heroes  ? or  ” read  ” i.  e.  Ma- 

nes, via." 

93,  I,  "Djrn.  I,”  Ac.  For  the  Greek  text  see  p. 

441,  Ac. 

95,  Dyn.  XIV  the  number  “ lxxvi  “ should 
he  in  red.  Also  for  “ xxvi,  xxx,  or 
xxxvi  ? " read  " xxxvi." 

97,  8,  for  “ a.d.  220  ” read  " a.d  221." 

96,  Iasi  line,  for  " which"  read  “ the  former 
of  which  two.” 

100,  I,  for  “and  other  ” read  “ or.” 

100,  10,  for  *'  Manes  and  ” read  " Manes  or.” 

100,  24,  for  “ between  two  and  three  centuries” 

read  " perhaps  two  centuries.” 

100,  5 from  bottom,  “possibly"  Ac.  Butin 

Ch.  IV.  and  Ch.  VIII.  this  doubt  it  re- 
tracted ; as  it  appears  that  Ptolemy  of 
Mendes  must  have  written  before  the 
time  of  Diodorus  Siculus. 

101,  13,  for  **  the  compiler  to  " read  “ the  com- 

piler of." 

10?,  12,  13.  omit  the  parenthesis  “ (though  it  is 

slightly  uncertain,  Ac.)."  The  two 
MSS.  of  Syncellus  having  been  exa- 
mined afterwards,  it  appeared  clear  that 
the  defect  was  only  in  one  of  them, 
which  omits  the  sum  of  years  belonging 
to  Dyn.  XIII,  and  all  but  the  lumof 
years  of  Dyn.  XIV ; so  between  the 
two  by  an  error  in  transcribing  one  dy- 
nasty is  lost. 

104,  30,  "of  Dyn.  II."  For  M.  Marleite’s  later 

discovery  of  names  of  Dyn.  II  of  Afii- 
canus  (IX  of  Manelho)  tee  the  note  at 
p.  xxxv  of  the  Introduction. 

104,  32,  for  “ Sesorcheres  of  Dyn.  II  and  other" 

read  “seven." 

105,  22,  for  “eight  or  ten"  read  “fifteen  or 

sixteen." 

105,  25,  for  “ xxvi  " read  “ xxxvi." 

105,  26,  for  “sometimes  gives  also  princes" 

read  “ certainly  omits  some  kings.” 

105,  27,  for  “ the  lx  " read  “ the  number  lx." 

105,  28,  for  “ to  include  " read  “ to  allude  to." 

106,  8,  for  " Demigods,  as  Thoth  ” read 

" Thoth," 

106,  13,  omit  the  parenthesis  **  (the  last  of  whom 

is  a Horus).” 

106,  16,  after  “Aches”  insert  “and  Siphuris.* 

and  omit  the  words  ” and  Menchcres.*' 
106,  20,  alter  “and"  insert  *•  that  by.” 

106,  22,  after  the  name  ” Mentuhotep  " Insert 

“ (Ra-neb-kher)  " and  before  "XI” 
insert " Dyo." 

107,  3,  at  the  words  “ and  other  [mythical] 

kings  ’’  observe  that  the  “ Manes,”  and 
these  “other  [mythical]  kings"  are  really 
identical  for  the  original  Manetho ; but 
the  source  of  this  inaccurate  distinction 
may  t e found  in  the  fact,  that  in  the  text 
of  Africanus  the  designation  " Manes  ” 
is  given  expressly  only  to  Group  vn. 
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107, 

107, 


108, 


121, 

121, 


121. 
121, 
121 , 


121, 

121, 

121, 

122. 

122, 

122, 

123, 


124, 

124, 

124, 

124, 

124. 

124, 

124, 

124, 

125, 

125, 

12ft, 


125, 

125, 

125, 

125, 


126, 


Line 

See  p.  02,  where  after  the  “ Heroes  ” or 
Demigods  there  follow  three  groups  of 
“ other  [mythical]  kings,”  and  then 
**  Manes.” 

6,  for  “ indefinite  ” read  “ unnamed.” 

30,  " It  Is  open  then  to  imagine,”  &c.  But 
this  conjecture  is  set  aside  in  Ch.  IV. 
after  a closer  study  of  the  Papyrus  (see 
Ch.  IV.)  So  the  last  10  lines  of  this 
page  and  line  1 on  the  next  may  be  re- 
garded as  cancelled. 

4,  after  ‘‘hypothesis  ” insert  *' — even  if  this 
sum  represented  the  historical  years  of 
the  kings  or  Manes  here  connected  with 
it.  which  it  does  not — **;  and  see  pp  530 
and  531.  All  the  rest  of  this  paragraph 
on  p.  P8  will  be  set  aside  further  on. 

7.  after  “of”  insert  *4  31^  or.” 

10,  Instead  of  “ 24|  ” read  “ 24J.”  And  note 
that  24 i having  been  written  by  some 
inadvertence  in  the  first  instance,  the 
same  error  is  repented  afterwards,  and 
needs  the  same  correction  in  many  other 
places  throughout  the  work,  though  it 
involves  no  consequences  worth  notice. 

15,  for  "forty-eight”  read  “ forty-nine.” 

16,  for  “24*”  read  “24f.” 

17  and  18,  for  " something  over  31  years, 
being  very  nearly  " read  “ 30f£,  being 
not  very  much  below.” 

19,  for  “ 31 * " read  “ 31^.** 

21,  for  ‘‘31*”  read  “Slf-’' 

23,  for  ” 16*”  read  “ 16$,.” 

7,  for  ‘‘24*  ” read  ”24}.” 

30,  after  “ 1916,”  insert  “or  1919.” 

39,  for  ‘ varieties  " read  “ variants.” 

17,  Ac.  Respecting  the  designations  and  the 
number  of  kings  really  belonging  to  Dy- 
nasties IV  and  VII  of  Manes,  see  Ch. 
IV.  and  the  Tables  at  p.  554. 

10,  Dyn.  XVI,  for  *•  lxxvi  ” read 
" XXXVI.” 

14,  Dyn.  XVIII,  after  "xvi”  insert  “or 

XVII." 

15,  for  M (xxtx  + lxxvi  = ) cv,”  read 
(xxtx  + xxxvi  =s  ) LXV." 

20,  for  “ with  lxxvi  " read  “ with  xxxvi.” 

21,  for  “something  under  9 years"  read  “14 
years  and  about  8 months.” 

22,  for  “ xxxt  ” read  *‘  xxtx.” 

23,  for  “ 24  years  and  a half”  read  **  25^|, 
or  nearly  26  years.” 

26,  Dyn.  XIX.  after  “of  vu"  insert  “[or 
only  vi  "]. 

19,  after  *•  lxvii  ” insert  “ [or  only 
lxvi  ”]. 

23,  for  u 15  years"  read  " 16 years.” 

25,  for  “ ( LXVI  + CV  + LXVII  e=  ) 
c< xxxviii  correct  and”  read  “(lxvi 
+ lxv  or  lxvi  + lxvii  or  lxvi  = ) 
cxcviti  ? ” 

28,  for  “ ccxxxviii  reigns  M read 
“ cxcviii  reigns.” 

29,  for  "scarcely  I.V  read"  I7|§§  or  some- 
thing under  18.” 

32  and  33,  omit  “ XXX  ” and  “ or  xxvi.” 

38,  for  " clviii  ” read  " exux,”  and  for 
“3171"  read  “3371.” 

I,  after  “ of"  Insert  “ 22A1  or",  and  for 
"20"  read  “22|." 


Page  Line 

126,  2,  omit  " then." 

126,  4 and  5,  for  “ three  **  and  " xxvi  " read 

" four  ” and  “ xxxvi,”  omitting 
“ much.” 

126,  20,  for  "approximative”  read  “approxi- 

mate.” 

128,  6,  for  " the  foundation  ” read  11  Manetho's 

date  for  the  foundation  or  dedication." 
1*28,  19,  for  “ the  remaining  22  ” read  M the  re- 

maining 21.” 

130,  31,  after  “ foundation  ” insert  “ or  dedica- 

tion.” 

130,  39.  for  “ 23,220”  read  « 23,218.” 

131,  I,  for  “6780"  read  “6782.” 

132,  19,  omit  " alone.” 

132,  23  and  24.  omit  “ probably ,”  and  after  “ 903" 

insert  chronological.”  In  Ch.  IV.  it  is 
shown  that  the  Hieratic  scheme  gave  to 
kings  nominally  about  3750  years  ending 
in  B.c.  1322,  which  being,  all  but  903, 
really  concurrent  were  spread  backwards 
over  years  of  three  kinds  so  as  to  look  as 
If  successive. 

133,  22,  “ See,  too,  page  134,  line  5, 

where  Manetho  uses  the  modified  ex- 
pression “ Princet ,”  which  should  have 
been  in  italics,  for  those  early  and  con- 
current kings. 

135,  12,  for  “ 24*  ” read  “ 24 }." 

135,  22,  after  “ two  kings”  Insert  *' , viz.  Sahoura 

and  Snejrou." 

136,  29,  for  “ 24*  " read  “ 24*  " 

137,  2 and  3,  for  “ 24*,"  “ 220,”  and  “ 1 17,”  read 

“ 24*,”  “ 222}.”  and  “ I lOf  .*• 

137,  26,  for  " 171*  ” read  “ 173*,”  and  for  “68" 

read  “ 70*-M 

138,  4 and  5,  for  " 24*  ” and  " 58  ” read  “ 24}  " 

and  “ 60}." 

138,  9,  in  the  marginal  note  for  Dyn.  X,  for 

“ 204  " read  “214.” 

K.8,  13,  for  “ 220  " read  " 222}." 

138,  15,  in  the  marginal  note  for  Dyn.  XI.,  for 

“ 174  " and  “ 1756  " " read  " 177  " and 
“ 1755.” 

139,  1 and  4,  after  " Dyn.  IV”  and  after  “ Dyn. 

XV  M insert  “ (of  Afric.)" 

140,  1,  for  “ 220  ” read  “ 222}." 

140,  15,  for  “ they  would  have  begun  36  or  34  " 

read  “ they  may  have  begun  about 
(228-178=)  50.” 

140,  17,  omit  "36  or  34,”and  observe  that  If  it  be 

an  admissible  hypothesis  that  Dynasties 
II  and  V of  Africanus,  though  called 
Tanite  and  Elephantinite,  were  both 
really  Heliopolite,  and  successive,  like 
the  Memphite  Dynasties  III  and  IV, 
then  if  the  later  llellopolites  ended  to- 
gether with  the  l iter  Memphites  with 
the  I7«th  year  of  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the 
Chronicle  and  their  228  years  began  50 
years  before  Dyn.  XXVII  of  the  Chro- 
nicle began,  it  will  follow  that  the  174 
years  of  the  earlier  Heliopolitcs,  called 
Tanites,  will  have  begun  (103—50=53, 
and  174  -53  =121.  and  190-121  = ) 69 
years  below  the  epoch  of  Menes,  and 
about  10  years  before  the  earliest  settle- 
ment of  local  kings  in  Memphis. 

140,  19,  in  tho  marginal  note  to  Dyn.  XIII,  for 

" 167,  ’ 8ce.  substitute  “ 181,  from  Feb.  8 
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in  n.c.313?,  to  Dec.  25  la  B.c.  1952,”  and 
see  Ch.  IV,  p.  809. 

37,  3R,  39,  for  “ 244,”  ‘‘734”  “ 180J," 

and  “ 1I0|,”  read  "94f,”  “744  ‘ 1814, 

44  30.”  ami  “ IOH4." 

2,  for  **  794  or  77,”  read  “ 82  or  81 . and  for 
•'  in  the  very  same  year  ” read  “ only  3 
yeari,”  and  for  “ with  ” read  “ after.’ 

b “ Tanls.”  But  the  Turin  Papyrus  re- 
’ ferred  to  above  shows  that  though  the 
estimate  of  181  years  for  this  dynasty  Is 
by  chance  exactly  right,  it  had  22  of 
these  years  below  the  accession  of  Sesor- 
tasen  I.  as  suseraln.i.e.  below  b.c.  (1932 
+42=)  1974,  and  so  began  later  in  pro- 
portion. not  in  b.c.  2142,  which  would  be 
only  82  years  after  the  epoch  of  Menes, 
but  in  n.c.  2132.  which  is  92  years  after 
that  epoch,  and  13  instead  of  3 after  the 
estimated  commencement  of  the  earliest 
Memphites. 

IS.  omit  tho  word,  ••  ittll  perh.pl  lob.  iwm 
at  Rome.”  WM,  . 

22,  in  the  marginal  note  to  Dyn.  XIV,  for 
••392.  Feb.  10,  u.c.  2139”  read  ” 396. 
Feb.  11,  b.c.  2143  [or  380  from  Feb.  8, 
B.c.  2127  !*]” 

31,  omit  the  parenthesis  “ (perhaps  the  same 
’ whose  throne-name  is Ra-nrb-tctu)’'  This 
conjecture  would  assign  a throue-name 
tb  a petty  king  long  before  the  acces- 
sion of  I’apa  Maire  as  suzerain,  whereas 
his  is  at  present  the  earliest  double  car- 
touche known.  For  the  same  reason 
omit  the  similar  parenthesis  after 
“ Knantef  111.”  And,  besides,  these 
first  three  kings  hare  not  the  full  royal 
title  in  the  Karnak  Chamber,  though 
their  names  arc  enclosed  in  rings,  which 
that  of  the  first  of  the  line, the”  Prince 
Enantef,”  Is  not.  ft 

6,  for  "Ra-ntb  ckcnt''  rrad,,/ia-neb-chrr. 

7,  for  ” 44th  year  ” read  ” 46ib  year.” 

32  34, 37.  for  “ 24|,”  44  392,”  and  “ ftUh  ” read 
’ “ 24*,”  “ 396,”  and  ”81st.  Rut  pro- 
bably this  date  is  somewhat  too  early 
and  as  the  Turin  Papyrus  has  made  us 
put  down  the  commencement  of  the 
central  Memphites  later  by  10  years  than 
it  had  been  put  conjecturally.  we  may 
perhaps  put  the  commencement  of  the 
Diospolites  also  lower  by  16  years  than 
It  would  have  been  put  by  our  estimate. 
Then  with  380  instead  of  396  years,  they 
will  still  begin  97  years  after  Menes, 
that  is,”  &c. 

4,  in  the  marginal  note  to  Dyn.  XV,  for 
“ 1999  ” read  “ 1989.” 

12,  before  “ himself”  insert 11  Sesortasen  1. 

13,  for”  his  successors”  read  “their  suc- 
cessors.” 

8,  for  ” Egypt,”  read  ” Egypt.”,  and  omit 
all  that  follows  down  to  the  full  stop 
after  ” Afrlcanus).*'  The  Inscription 
alluded  to  merely  names  a certain 

Ammrmke  ” as  a royal  officer,  at  the 
same  time  that  it  contains  the  cartouche 
of  a king  named  “ Mentuhotrp 
23,  the  admission  made  here  and  elsewhere 
that  Amcncmhe  I.  may  hare  reigned  “ 19 
years  or  more”  is  superfluous,  as  there 
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are  really  no  traces  of  any  decade  beside* 
the  nine  years  given  to  him  in  the  T urin 
Papyrus.  The  “19”  Is  merely  from 
Bunsen. 

in  the  marginal  note,  for  " 19$^  -^nd 

••  1933  " read  ” 1979  ” and  “ 1932.” 

for  ”8th  ” read  “7th.” 

for  “ need  ” read  * iuvolve.” 

for  “ ?4|  ” read  “ 24|." 

, in  the  marginal  note,  for  **  xxx  read 
••  xxxvl,”  and  for  ” 216  ” read  perhaps 
216  years."  - „ 

22,  omit  **  or  certainly  not  many  more 
and  for  “ xxx  ” read  “ xxxvi.” 
for  “ were  the  designations  ” read  ‘ was 
the  designation.”  . „ 

As  for  their  number,"  omit  what  folk**  * 
to  the  words  “ it  Is  probable  ” in  line  24, 
and.  retaining  these  words,  omit  again 
what  follows,  and  go  on  in  line  26  thus. 

M that  the  original  Manetho  had  not 
more  than  xxxvi  kings.”  Then  omit  10 
14  XVI"  Inclusive  in  line  30  ; and  after 
••  lx xvi  ” iu  line  31  insert  “ of  Afri- 
canus.” 

, for  ” merely  genealogical  ” read  of  lead 
importance.” 

I “ with  their  short  reigns  expanded  Into 
month-years.”  But  in  Ch.  IV.  it  Is 
shown  that  the  reigns  nominally  at- 
tached to  the  Manes  are  not  derived  from 
the  historical  years  which  belonged  to 
them  as  kings  after  Menes  in  the  Papyri. 
1,  before  ” to  correspond”  insert  “ nearly  ." 
Rut  the  suggestion  itself  is  needless, 
and  the  additions  and  variations  of  Pto- 
lemy are  sufficiently  accounted  for  in 
Chap.  IV.  without  it. 

8,  for  ” Chamber,"  read  “ Chamber,  tad 
omit  all  that  follows  to  after  **  accidental 
In  line  14,  or  even  to  the  end  of  the  para- 
graph in  line  8 of  p.  159,  as  these  suppo- 
sitions are  set  aside  by  the  examioauoo 
of  the  Papyrus  itself  in  Ch.  1 V. 
for  “ them,”  read”  them. "and  omit  wbst 
follows.  (See  Chap.  IV.) 
for  ” only  xxvl”  read  “only  xxxri.^ 
and  omit  all  that  follows  to  “ thirty 
inclusive  In  line  12,  and  insert  ‘•thirty- 
six”  before  “ reigns  ” Ac. 
for  ” 244  ” read  “ 24f,"  and  for  “735 
read  “891.” 

for  ” 1975”  read  “ 1974." 

23,  24,  for  “ xxvi  ” read  “ xxxvi,”  o»:t 
” about,”  and  for 41 7 ” read  ” 5^,"*  ^ 
omit  what  follows  till  after 44  years.”  in- 
clusive in  line  24.  w 

25.  26,  omit  “ lx  or,”  and  after  44  give 
read  ••  only  year.,"  goin,  on  wtt 
4‘  each  ” in  line  26. 

“ though  we  suppose,  Ac."  But  these 
suppositions  arc  set  aside  in  Ch.  IV  by 
the  examination  of  the  Papyrus  itself.  ^ 
for  “xxx  ” read  “ xxxvi,"  and  after 44  s» 
insert  “ nearly.” 

for  “15”  read  “ 18,”  and  for  44 14)  ’ real 

..  ,2;. 

for  44  214  ” read  44 18.” 

••  Fragment  No.  30  ” seems  however, 
from  the  width  of  the  lines,  to  brio**’ 
to  the  earlier  part  of  the  Papyrus,  sod  w 
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suits  better  for  the  pyramid-builders  of 
Dyn.  IV  of  A Mean  us.  The  spaces  in 
Fragment  112  are  not  so  wide. 

168.  22,  for  “ 24|  ” read  " 24J. " 

174.  16,  " Subtracting,"  Ac.  But  if  the  sense  of 

Herodotus  is  that  among  the  330  or  331 
kings  before  Sesostris  or  FUmese*  III. 
there  had  bK»n  xvlit  Ethiopians,  we  can 
scarcely  reckon  the  three  later  Elhio. 
pians  of  Dyn.  XXV  at  all.  but  must  add 
to  the  xvi  of  Dyn.  XVIII  the  first  ii  of 
Dyn.  XIX  (Raineses  III.  himself  being 
really  the  third  king  of  the  dynasty), 
and  to  the  xviii  will  be  made  out 
176,  3H,  "the  last  king  of  Dyn.  IV  of  Afric." 

But  it  is  to  be  remembered  that  Manc- 
tho's  lists  of  the  early  dynasties  are  not 
* all  full  nor  are  the  r*  igns  attached  to 
the  names  given  historical. 

179,  23,  for  “elder,"  read  "older.** 

179,  36,  1588."  But  the  monuments, as  will 

appear  below,  require  an  addition  of  at 
least  five  years  to  be  made  to  the  reign 
of  Amenoph  III.,  so  that  his  death 
would  not  be  more  than  4 years,  instead 
of  9,  before  the  subjugation  of  the  He- 
brews by  Chushan  Rishathaim. 

1S3,  8,  after  " it  is  not  to  be  thought,"  Insert 

** , at  least  not  on  that  account,"  But  if 
It  be  true,  as  M.  Briigsch  asserts  from 
an  inscription  in  which  the  23rd  year 
of  Thothraes  III.  is  mentioned,  that 
Pachons  3 was  the  anniversary  of  the 
accession  of  the  king  named,  one  may 
perhaps  be  justified  in  assuming  that  the 
accession  meant  was  at  the  same  point 
of  time  at  which  the  reign  of  his  sister 
Ilatasu  (Ramakar)  and  that  of  Mane- 
Iho's  A messes  ended,  and  in  reckoning 
backwards  and  forwards  from  this  ac- 
cession the  actual  reigns  according  to 
Manetho’s  lists,  only  restoring  to  Thoth- 
nies  III.  the  13  years  cut  off  from  him 
by  Manetho  and  thrown  up  so  as  to 
make  a separate  reign.  When  this  is 
done,  we  shall  find  the  Theban  accession 
of  Amosis  to  have  been  for  Manetho 
f 21 .9®  + 20.7®  + 25.4®  =)  67  years  and 
6 months  above  that  of  Thothmea  III. ; 
and  from  June  17.  in  B.c.  1682,  those 
67  years  8 months  take  us  up  to  Not.  7, 
in  B.c.  1749,  a date  later  by  only  three 
days  than  Thoth  I.  which  was  then 
at  Not.  4.  And  the  death  of  Thothmcs 
III.,  being  93  years  5 months  later  than 
the  Theban  accession  of  Amosis,  ap- 
pears to  have  been  at  March  1 1 (or  in 
Gregorian  reckoning  about  March  25), 
B.C.  1655. 

183,  33,  "was  a year  later,"  Ac.  But  if  the 

coronation  at  Memphis  had  been  before 
the  end  of  the  first  Theban  year  of 
Amosis,  his  Memphite  accession  would 
be  antedated  by  the  Chronicle,  accord- 
ing to  its  general  principle,  so  as  to 
coincide  with  his  Theban,  which  co- 
incided in  a manner  (being  only  three 
days  later)  with  the  Thoth  1 pre- 
ceding. 

195.  2,  " this  singularity."  The  case,  however, 

though  rare  and  remarkable.  Is  not  ab- 


Page  Line 

solutcly  unique  ; and  more  is  made  of 
it  In  the  text  than  was  necessary. 

196,  35,  for  “ conjectural," read  “approximate." 

203,  9,  for  *' Ra-nqfrctm,"  read  " Ra-no/reou."  , 

204,  I,  In  the  absence  of  any  clue  to  Manetho's 

motive  for  thus  rutting  off  five  years  or 
more  from  the  reign  of  Amenoph  III., 
one  may  hazard  the  conjecture  that 
during  the  last  fivo  years  of  his  life  he 
had  already  associated  with  himself  the 
sun-worshipping  prince  Chousan,  who 
was  nearly  related  to  himself  and  to  his 
queen  Taia.  There  may  have  been  a 
double  connection  by  intermarriages, 
or  it  may  even  he  true,  as  some  say  It 
is,  that  the  sun-worshipping  prince  was 
the  son  of  Amenoph  1 1 Land  Taia;  onlv 
in  that  case  it  must  be  supposed  that 
through  Taia  he  had  inherited  aud 
come  into  possession  of  other  Asiatic 
dominions  before  the  death  of  Amenoph. 

In  this  case,  since  he  was  disallowed 
afterwards  as  illegitimate,  and  since  the 
years  of  his  reign  were  suppressed  or 
transposed  by  Manetho,  those  last  years 
of  Amenoph  III  , during  which  he  was 
associated,  or  declared  heir  to  the 
throne,  may  have  been  suppressed  on 
the  same  principle.  The  same  cause 
may  explain  how  it  came  to  pass  that 
though  Amenoph  III.  died  in  peace, 
and  was  buried  in  (he  tomb  which  he 
had  prepared  for  himself,  this  tomb  was 
defaced,  with  a most  careful  hostility, 
at  some  later  time,  and  hit  palace- 
temple  destroyed.  The  tun- worship • 
per  appears  in  sculptures  not  only  as 
honouring  the  queen-mother  Taia,  but 
as  honouring  also  the  memory  of  A mo- 
no ph  III.  whom  at  Soleb  he  calls  " bis 
father."  lie  therefore  cannot  be  sus- 
pected of  having  violated  his  tomb. 

204,  13,  “15  full  years,"  but  to  be  reckoned  at 

16,  If  Amosis,  instead  of  the  25  years 
and  four  months  of  Manetho  reckoned 
from  his  Theban  accession,  reigned  only 
24  years  and  the  odd  four  months  from 
his  Memphite  accession,  as  antedated 
by  the  Chronicle,  and  hit  first  Theban 
year  (though  counted  by  Manetho)  is 
really  anterior  to  all  the  348  yean  of 
Dyn.  XVIII  of  the  Chronicle. 

206,  36.  Going  upon  M.  Brugsch's  rendering  of 

the  inscription  rendered  above,  we  may 
correct  the  marginal  notes  for  this  and 
the  following  reigns  of  the  djnasty  In 
the  manner  indicated  below : — “ Amosis, 

24  years,  technically  reckoned  from 
Thoth  1 preceding  his  coronation  at 
Memphis,  i.e.  from  Nov.  4,  in  b.c.  1748, 
to  Oct.  29,  in  B.c.  1724.  But  his  actual 
reign  of  25  years  4 months  is  from  his 
Theban  accession  Nov.  7,  b.c.  1749,  to 
March  1,  B c.  1723." 

205,  38,  for  **  In  the  same  year  **  read  " At  the 

commencement  of  his  second  Theban 
year." 

207,  23,  "differs  from  the  actual  Theban  reign 

by  4 months."  But  according  to  the  in- 
scription cited  by  M.  Brugsch  it  differs 
by  one  whole  year  all  but  three  days. 
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and  the  »old  to  1*  filled  up  for  Manetho 
below  will  be  one  year,  beside*  the  15 
transferred  by  him  to  Dyn.  XIX. 

12,  for  “a  year  earlier,”  read  “at  Not.  7 
in  b.c.  1749,”  for  ” 24rr«  and  4®,”  read 
“ 23yr»  and  8».” 

15,  for  " 25  fall,”  read  ‘‘  24  full.” 

21,  28,  and  29,  for  “four  months”  read 
" one  year.” 

31,  for  25  full  ” read  “ 24  full.” 

34.  for  “ 1723  ” read  ” 1724." 

5 from  bottom,  in  marg.  note  for  Ame- 
noph  1 , read  44 13,  reckoned  technically 
from  Oct  29,  B.c  1724,  to  Oct.  26,  b.c. 
1711.  but  actually  13  from  March  I,  b.c. 
1723.  to  Feb.  20,  B.C.  1710.” 

1,  2,  for  ‘‘  B.C.  17*23,  to  Oct.  26,  b c.  1710,” 
read  44  B.c.  1724,  to  Oct.  26.  b.c.  1711 
and  for  4*  25th,”  read  44  24th. ** 

4,  In  marginal  note  for  Thothme*  I.,  for 
44  Oct.  25,  b.c.  1710,”  read  44  technically 
7 years,  fiom  Oct.  26,  b.c.  1711,”  and 
for  44  1703,”  read  44  1 701." 

16,  17,  for  44 1710.”  read  “1711,”  and  for 
44  Oct.  24,  1703,”  read  44  Oct  23.  1702,” 
and  after  44  hi*  death."  continue  thus, 
44  being  (4  + 7 = ) 11  month*  later,  Sept. 
22,  B.C.  1703.” 

3.  For  marginal  note  to  Ame**e*.  read 
44  Technically  22  from  Oct.  24,  b.c. 
1704,  to  Oct.  18,  B.C.  1682 ; but  actually 
perhaps  Aahme*  (Amesses)  5jt*  and  1® 
from  Sept.  22,  b.c.  1703,  to  Oct.  22,  b.c. 
1698, and tbcnHatasuf  Ita  makarChnum- 
(•amen ),  with  her  consort  Thothme* 

11.,  and  her  younger  brother  Thothme* 

111.,  ns  associated,  lGyr»  8®  from  Oct. 
2 2,  b.c.  1698,  to  June  17,  B-C.  1G8I.” 

27,  for  44  1703  " and  44 1691  ” read  44  1704  " 
and  44  1682.” 

28,  for  44  4 month*  " Ac.,  read  “8  months 
over,  ending  June  17,  B.c.  1681.” 

30,  for  44  well  ” rend  44  In  any  case.*’ 

7,  for  44  5 year*  and  6 month*,  reckoned 
technically  a*  6 years, 44  read  44  6 year* 
and  I month,  which  technically  would 
be  antedated  by  II  months,  and  rec- 
koned as  7 year*.” 

22,  marginal  note  to  Thothme*  III.,  read 
44  Technically  cither  48  from  Oct.  24, 
B.c.  1704,  or  26  from  Ocl.  18,  B C.  1682, 
to  Oct.  12,  B.c.  1656;  but  actually 
either  47  year*  and  G months  from  Sept. 
22.  B.c.  17(  3,  or  (13+12.9®  = ) 25  year* 
and  9 months  from  June  17  (Pachon*  3 
of  M.  Brugsch’s  inscription)  In  b.c. 
1681  to  March  11,  b.c.  1655.”  But  note 
that  this  date,  March  11,  i*  in  the  Cani- 
cular or  uncorrected  Julian  year  b c. 
And  In  the  anticipated  Gregorian  year 
B.c.,  the  equivalent  date  will  be  about 
March  25  or  26. 

37,  after  44  the  Tigris in*ert  44  Babylon 
also  i*  mentioned:” 

4,  for  May  22,  n c.  1702,"  read  4*  Sept.  22, 
B.C . 1703.” 

6,  for  “Nor.  II,  b.c.  1655,  5 months  or 
thereabout*  before  the  Exodu*,"  rend 
44  June  13.  B.c.  1656,  10  months  or  there- 
abouts before  the  Exodus,”  and  omit 
the  *entcnce  which  follow*. 
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211,  18.  In  marginal  note  to  Amenoph  II.,  read 

44  In  technical  reckoning  26 years  from 
Oct.  12,  B C.  1656,  to  Oct.  5,  B.c.  1630  ; 
but  actually  25  years  10  months  from 
March  II.  b.c.  1665,  to  Jan.  3,  b.c.  1629.** 

211,  20, 21,  22,  for  44  Nov.  11,”  read  44  March  1 1,” 

and  for  44  preceding  in  the  same,”  read 
44  in  the  preceding. 44 

211,  23,  for  “ would  seem  to  be  later  In  his  first 

year  by  one  month,”  read  44  would  be 
just  after  the  commencement  of  his 
second  year  (being  about  April  5,  In  the 
anticip  ted  Gregorian  year  1654  B c.), 
and  would  seem  to  be  later  in  bis  reign 
by  6 months  than,"  Ac. 

211,  26.  In  marginal  note  to  Thothme* 

read,  44  Technically  9 from  Oct.  5,  B e. 
1630,  to  Oct.  3,  B.c.  1621  ; but  actually 
9 years  8 months  from  Jan.  3,  b.c.  1629. 


to  Aug.  29,  n c. 

1620.” 

211, 

36. 

for  4‘  Nov.  11,” 

read  44 

March  11,” 

and 

for  44  Aug.  31,” 

read  44 

Jan.  3” 

211, 

37, 

for  44  Aug.  31,” 

read  44 

Jan.  3.**  and  for 

44  May  I,  b.c*  1619,”  read  “Aug.  29 

, B.C. 

1620.” 

212, 

3, 

for  “ 25,”  and 

44  1655,” 

read 

’ and 

“ 1656.”* 

212, 

4. 

5,  for  44 10, 44 

“ 1620,” 

’ and  44  7,” 

read 

”9,”  44  1621,"  and  44 11 

212, 

7. 

In  marginal  note  to  Amenoph  III., 

read 

44  Technically  37  from  < 

Oct  3,  B.c. 

1621. 

to  Sept.  24.  B.c.  1594  ; but  actually  36 
years  10  months  (?),  from  Aug.  29. 
B.c.  1620,  to  June  22,  B.c.  1583.” 

212,  28,  for  “must”  read  44  may."  for  44  35  ” 

read  4*  36,"  and  omit  “at  least. 44 

212,  30,  31,  for  44  May  1,  B.c.  1619,”  read  44  Aug. 

29,  B.c.  1620,”  and  for  “Feb.  20,*'  read 
44  June  22.” 

212,  32, 33,  34,  for  '*  36  ” read  44  37,"  for  44  1620  44 

read  “1621,”  and  for  44  5 month*  ” read 
**9  month*. 44 

214,  2,  omit  from  “and”  to  44 **,"  in  line  6, 

Inclusive. 

214,  14,  for  4 * Feb.  20,' 4 read  “June  22." 

214,  16,  for  "7  months,”  read  ‘*3  months,"  and 

omit  what  follow*  down  to  44  the  case," 
inclusive,  in  line  24. 

214,  *5,  26,  for  14  7,"  read  ”3,”  and  for  44  Feb. 

20,”  read  44  June  22." 

215,  3.  The  whole  paragraph  beginning  44  Tht* 

is  the  place,44  Ac.,  and  ending  with 
44  digression."  on  page  216,  line  29,  is 
now  set  aside  by  the  help  of  M.  Brugtch’s 
date  for  the  actual  accession  of  Thoth- 
me*  III.,  If  only  this  date  has  been 
rightly  understood  and  applied  above. 
Only,  at  line  29  of  page  215,  we  may  re- 
tain the  observation,  that  44  After  the 
end  of  the  3 months  and  15  full  years, 
or  16  years  in  technical  reckoning  now 
assigned  to  the  Sun-worshippers,  (i.e. 
after  Thoth  l = Sept.  20,  b.c.  1569,)  we 
have  by  the  lists  of  Manetho  still  re- 
maining to  Dyn  XVI II  173  years  and 
3 months,  from  the  accession  of  Horus, 
while  from  Thoth  I,  in  B.c.  1568  to 
Thoth  1,  in  B c.  1400,  when  the  dj  rusty 
must  end  according  to  the  Chronicle, 
there  is  room  only  for  168  years.  We 
must  therefore  cut  off  either  from  the 
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36  years  5 months  of  llorus,  or  from  the 
15  years  3 months  assigned  to  the  Sun* 
worshippers,  fire  of  those  six  years 
which  we  hare  added  above  from  the 
monuments  to  the  reign  of  Amenoph 

111.,  when  we  lengthened  it  from  30 
years  10  months  to  36  years  10  months. 
The  remaining  year  of  the  six  added  is 
accounted  for  by  the  fact,  that  Manetho 
has  depressed  into  his  Dyn.  XVIII 
one  (the  first  year)  of  Amosis,  as  dated 
from  his  Theban  accession,  which  does 
not  belong  to  the  343  years  of  Dyn. 
XV11I  of  the  Chronicle.  The  odd  three 
months  of  Manetho  which  will  still 
remain  over  (after  cutting  off  five  years 
from  Horus),  are  only  what  we  might 
expect  to  find  in  a list  of  actual  reigns, 
and  they  will  be  covered  by  the  first 
year  of  Sethos  II.,  and  of  Dyn.  XIX,  as 
technically  antedated  by  the  Chronicle. 

217.  24,  for  “ Syears,”  read “5, or  rather 6 years.*' 

217,  32,  omit  “at." 

217,  33,  for  “ 15  years  and  7 months  *•  read 

“(5+16=3)  20  years." 

218,  15  “Sept.  23,"  read  “Sept.  20." 

21*.  17,  for  “23,"  read  “20." 

220,  37,  “ His  eldest,"  Ac.  Scha-em-Djam,  second 

originally  of  the  two  sons  by  the  Quern 
Itinofre , was  probably  heir-apparent  at 
the  time  of  bis  death,  and  during  his 
viceroyalty  at  Memphis. 

221,  24,  for  “241."  **  39  V read  “241," 

and  “ 396." 

222,  3,  for  * ‘24,"  read  “21” 

223,  21.  In  marginal  note,  for  “June  1,"  read 

“ June  21." 

233.  28,  for  “ No.  23”  read  « No.  23." 

237,  11,  for  " Raineses  XI."  read  " Ramcscs 

XIV." 

239,  11,  for  ‘‘Pinetem  II."  read  “ Pinetem  I." 

241,  26,  for  ‘‘nearly  8,"  read  “ nearly  lOi" 

242,  12.  for  "equal"  read  " equal  to." 

241,  13.  In  marginal  note,  before  " 169,"  insert 

"(121+48=)." 

244,  22,  The  Apis  of  the  23rd  of  Osorkon  II. 

was  buried  by  Shishonk  II.,  who  then 
had  only  the  title  of  Prince. 

244.  27.  We  are  told  from  the  inscriptions  of  the 

Ser*|ieum  that  in  the  1 Ith  year  of 
Shishonk  III.  "his  son  Osorkon " is 
mentioned  as  dead,  and  the  father  of 
his  wife  Kcromama,  "the  high  priest 
Himrot,"  is  also  mentioned  as  dead , hut 
her  grandfather,  the  king  Osorkon  //., 
is  mentioned  as  still  living ; also,  that 
Shishonk  II.  and  Takelut  II.  are  men- 
tioned without  the  title  qf  king  being 
given  to  either  of  them. 

214,  31.  If  Pichai  was  the  grandson  of  Shishonk 

111.,  as  is  supposed,  his  father,  who 
died  without  reigning,  will  be  the  first 
of  the  Hi  generations  of  Dyn.  XXII 
of  the  Chronicle ; and  Shishonk  III. 
(whose  actual  reign  was  equal  to  a 
double  generation)  will  be  tho  last  of 
the  vi  generations  of  Dyn.  XXI  of  the 
Chronicle,  the  vil  actual  reigns  making 
together  only  vl  generations.  From 
what  Is  mentioned  of  Osorkon  IL,  it 
appears  that  Shishonk  II.  and  Tak clot 
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II.  are  the  two  names  which  together 
make  only  one  generation,  parallel  to 
that  of  the  high  priest  Nimrot,  father 
of  Keromama. 

245,  II,  after  XXI.  add,  “ But  the  opinion  of 
Do  Rouge,  that  Hcr-Hor  and  his  de- 
scendants, who  are  certainly  the  later 
Diospolites  of  Dyn.  XX.  of  the  Chro- 
nicle [and  included  under  the  xii  of 
Manetho's  own  Dyn.  XX],  are  distinct 
from  the  TAnites  of  Manetho's  Dyn. 
XXI,  is  much  the  more  probable." 

247,  25,  insert  “ But  it  is  certainly  possible  that 

the  two  ‘Diospolites’  of  Dyn.  XXIII 
of  the  Chronicle  may  have  been  con- 
temporary with  Shishonk  IV." 

218,  |5,  for  “above”  read  “for.” 

249,  9,  “ Respecting  the  true  chronological 

place  of  this  deficit,"  Ac.  The  case 
may  be  more  simply,  and  perhaps  more 
accurately  stated  thus  : — Manetho  has 
one  year  too  many  (21  instead  of  20) 
placed  as  if  between  the  death  of  Tir- 
hakah,  in  n.c.  683,  where  he  begins  his 
Dyn.  XXVI,  and  the  actual  accession 
of  Psammitichus  I.,  which  really  was 
in  B.c.  663,  not  G62,  and  below  the  44th 
year  of  Amasis,  he  has  8 more  unchro- 
nological  years  and  2 months.  So 
having  in  all  9 unchronological  years 
and  2 months  in  or  below  (and  all  hut 
one  year  and  six  months  below ) this 
dynasty,  he  compensates  and  makes 
room,  as  it  were,  for  this  excess  of  9 
years  by  omitting  9 chronological  years 
between  the  actual  accession  of  Psam- 
mitichus  1.  and  the  end  of  the  44th 
year  of  Amasis,  having  for  this  interval 
only  129  years  instead  of  the  true  sum, 
which  was  138.  Hence  it  Is  that  the 
sum  of  his  Dyn.  XXVI  is  shorter  than 
it  ought  to  have  been  by  8 years. 

250,  10,  the  numbers  " 583,"  " 584,"  and  “ 575," 

arc  misprints  for  “ 683,"  “ 684,”  and 
“ 675;"  but  the  whole  paragraph  from 
“ Manetho,"  Ac.  on  p.  248  to  "dynasty." 
on  p.  250  may  be  set  aside,  as  it  is  quite 
clear  that  six  years  at  least  out  of  tho 
nine  suppressed  between  Psammitichus 
I.  and  Amasis  were  suppressed  in  order 
to  make  room  for  the  6 unchronological 
years  of  Dyn.  XXVIII,  and  that  these 
latter  6 years  were  interpolated  on 
grounds  of  their  own,  and  not  in  order 
to  compensate  for  any  previously  exist- 
ing deficit  above  ; and  this  is  indication 
enough  as  to  the  mutual  relation  of  the 
remaining  3 chronological  years  sup- 
pressed, and  the  remaining  3 unchrono- 
logical  years  interpolated,  though  it 
may  not  be  easy  to  account  for  each 
separate  interpolation. 

250,  39,  " indirectly,"  since  they  arc  all  really  un- 

chronological, and  Neeho,  the  last  name 
of  the  three,  is  that  of  the  father  of 
Psammitichus,  who,  according  to  Hero- 
dotus, was  put  to  death  by  Sabaco,  or  at 
any  rate  by  Tirhakah. 

251,  4,  “ ao  average,"  that  is,  in  the  full  num- 

ber of  177  years  giveu  by  the  Old  Chro- 
nicle to  the  dynasty. 
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253, 

253, 


253, 

253, 


555, 

255, 

255, 

237, 

257. 

257, 

237. 

559, 


259, 

259, 


X39, 

260, 

260, 


Line 

5,  for  “ at  least  40  ” read  “ 42  or  43.” 

C,  after  “ years,"  read  ” Even  if  the  96th 
of  Tirhakah  be  put  down  at  low  at  b.c. 
683  f to  at  to  require  only  39  or  40  yeart 
for  the  life  of  the  bull).  It  follows  that 
hit  accession  was  in  b.c  (683  + 26=)  709, 
3 yeart  later  than  the  end  of  the  14th 
of  Hexekiah,  which  began  in  B.c.  1713; 
and  the  difficulty.”  /fee. 

9.  for  ” 709  ” reud  M 713." 

II,  after  “death,"  insert  " It  it  more  pro- 
bable  that  the  20th  year  of  Tirhakah 
really  began  at  least  as  early  at  some 
point  in  B.r.  688,  to  that  hit  accession 
was  not  later  than  the  spring  of  d c. 
714,  nor  hit  reign  ihorter  than  31  cur- 
rent or  30  complete  years  at  the  least, 
though  in  that  case  the  Apis  bull  must 
have  lived  about  45  current  yeart  or 
44  complete  at  the  least.  Indeed  it 
appears  that  this  Apis,”  Ac. 

9,  10,  14,  for  ”720,”  "717,"  and  4'709,”  read 
'•  724,”  "721, "and  "713." 

21,  for  "of  the  tccond  ” read  “ of  the 
third." 

32,  omit  " In  appearance,"  and  for  “ two  ” 
read  " three." 

6,  before  " 24  " insert  " in  all  for." 

9,  ,-for  " B.c.  460  ” read  " B.C.  424.” 

16,  after  " reign  " insert  " that." 

22,  for  " 484  " read  " 448?  ” 

5 and  G,  after  " Cambytet,  and " insert 
“ interpolating  another  year  betides, 
and  ” ; and  for  “ first  two  " read  " first 
three." 

10,  for  “ without  further  noticing  " read 
“ without  further  notice  of." 

9,  “ Teot  ....  His  2 years,"  &c.  The 
Chronicle  having  to  its  two  Dynasties 
XXIX  and  XXX  39  and  18  years 
respectively,  eifhtrr  the  21  years  given  by 
Manetho  to  his  Dyn.  XXIX  are  all 
chronological,— and  then  these  21,  with 
18  of  Nectanebo  I.,  make  the  39  of  Dyn. 
XXIX  of  the  Chronicle,  and  the  2 years 
of  Teot  really  begin  in  n.c.  (345+18=) 
363,  and  are  included  by  the  Chronicle 
in  the  18  years  and  the  single  generation 
of  its  Dyn.  XXX,  while  Manetho  gives 
to  Nectanebo  II.  separately  the  2 years 
of  Teos  over  again,— -or  else  the  21  years 
or  Manctho’s  Dyn,  XXIX,  the  18  of 
Nectanebo  1.,  and  the  2 of  Toot,  all  to- 
gether make  not  41  years,  or  40  and  4 
months,  but  only  39  chronological  years; 
and  then,  in  this  cate,  the  six  names 
of  Manetho  make  only  iii  generations 
for  the  Chronicle,  and  the  2 years  of 
Teot  end,  and  the  separate  18  of  Nec- 
tanebo 11.  commence,  as  early  as  Nov. 
23  in  B.c.  (345+18=)  363,  which  seems 
too  high  for  the  expedition  of  Agesilaus. 

16,  for  " the  odd  months  " read  " probably 
In  one  generation  the  2 years." 

24,  for  " cycle*  " read  pseudo-cycles." 

31.  It  may  be  remarked  here  how  two 
accidents  concur,  one,  that  all  the  138 
years  of  the  Cycle  which  were  to  run 
out  after  our  era  were  thrown  up  in  the 
Old  Chronicle  and  other  schemes,  the 
other,  that  the  315  years  between  Nec- 
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tam-bo  and  the  vulgar  era  are  exactly 
equal  in  number  to  the  341  fictitious 
years  added  only  in  such  schemes  as 
were  cyclical,  but  otherwise  to  be 
ejected,  together  with  the  4 years  which 
are  lost  in  reducing  4 Sothic  cycles  from 
terms  of  the  vague  year  to  terms  of  the 
Julian  ; and  the  effect  of  this  concur- 
rence is,  that  any  one  might  collect 
from  the  Egyptian  schemes  a sum  of 
about  5500  years  ending  either  at  B.c. 
345  or  about  the  vulgar  era  of  the  Na- 
tivity, according  as  the  34 1 fictitious  years 
and  the  4 vague  years  lost  by  reduction 
were  deducted  or  not. 

273,  5,  for  “ became  about  b.c.  226,"  read 

"succeeded  Zenodotus  as”.  Erato, 
sthenes  is  mentioned , according  to 
Clinton,  in  the  Paschal  Chronicle  as 
flourishing  (iyv»fi£i«*)  at  a date  in- 
dicating B.c.  223,  Ol.  139  ; but  as 

Zenodotus  was  librarian  till  about  B.c. 
240,  Eratosthenes  probably  was  invited 
on  purpo-c  to  succeed  him,  and  suc- 
ceeded him  at  once. 

273,  7,  for  " 83,"  read  " 82  and  fur  " 194  or 

192"  read  “ 196  or  194." 

273,  16,  for  “about  141  years  before  Christ " read 

'*  in  the  year  b.c.  145,  and  is  known  to 
have  made  additions  to  it  as  late  as  B.c. 
128.” 

275,  5,  after  " 24  ” insert  " (vix.  23|;." 

275,  7,  after  " of  " insert  '*  29, or  abouL” 

275.  19,  for  " 24|  " read  " 14$.’* 

276,  1,  20,  31,  for  " 24J,”  read  " 21 |." 

276,  17,  for  “ 29| read  “ 29,^." 

276,  26,  for  "(5x15=)  75”  read  "(443-371  J = ) 

7'  J." 

276,  29,  for  “75,"  read  “71  J." 

276,  30,  for  “ 29*,”  read  29^." 

277,  6,  after  “ prosperity,”  insert  " or  reigns  of 

brothers  or  cousins  in  succession," 

277,  10,  for  " 24|,"  read  24f.” 

277,  24,  the  word  “ needlessly  ’’  should  be  in 

italics. 

278,  9,  for  " 67|,m  read  66 J."  But  whatever 

inay  have  been  the  case  with  regard  to 
this  particular  dynady,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  early  reigns  of  Manetho 
arc  now  proved  to  be  to  a great  extent 
unhittorical  in  their  sums  of  years,  so 
that  the  priests  could  not,  perhaps,  even 
if  they  had  wished  it,  deal  with  them  in 
the  way  thut  is  here  desired,  but  were 
obliged  either  to  take  them  as  they 
stood,  as  they  needed  only  a certain 
reduction  to  be  historical,  or  else  to 
enter  more  into  details  with  Erato- 
sthenes than  they  thought  necessary. 

278,  19,  before  “30,"  insert  “30||  or." 

278,  20,  for  " between  4 and  ” read  “ a little 

over." 

278,  21,  for  " nearly  " read  " rather  more  than." 

278.  22,  for  “ 24 1 " read  24$.’’ 

278,  23,  for  **  ttj”  read  “ 29^  " 

278,  33,  for  “ 196,  220J.  220*.  196,  220|,  and  147” 

read  ”198,  222J,  222|,  198,  222J,  and 
14*4.” 

278,  39,  for  " 6 less  " read  " 8 less." 

279,  3,  for  “ 220$  " read  “ 2221." 
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j79,  4,  for  "61,"  read  44  8f." 

179,  6.  for  " 196  ” read  “ 198." 

1 -79,  7,  for  ”218"  and  "22t'l"  read  “ 228”  and 

“ 222}.’* 

279,  8,  for  ”147  "read  "1481.” 

279,  9,  10,  for  44  (6+61  + l9+24=)34-14  = 321  " 

l n ad  ”(8+1+81+21  = ) 381-61«*3I1  ” 

| 279,  14,  for  1791  ” read  “ (1481+311  = ) 1791," 

and  for  44  167"  read  " 177." 

| 279,  16,  for  ”147”  read  44  1481." 

279,  22,  for  44  196"  read  44  198." 

I 279,  24,  alter  44  admissible  " insert  44  we  shall 

find  hereafter  the  true  sum  to  be  181. 44 

279,  30,  after  " 177  " iusert 44  [or  178]."  For  the 

"218"  which  follows  read  "228."  and  after 
the  second  44  1 77  44  insert  44  [or  181]." 
Then  for"  1198"  road  44  1*208  [or  12I3].44 

279,  32,  for  44  24 1 " read  44  241  ” y***’*.  and  con- 

tinue thus,  " an  addition  of  4 years  only 
and  Iths,  or  in  round  terms  of  5,  to  the 
above  sum  being  needed  to  give  the  ave- 
rage exactly.  And  the  sum  of  Eratosthe- 
nes for  Dyn.  XI  and  that  of  the  Papyrus 
for  Dyn.  XI II  of  Manetho  (IV  and  VI 
of  Africanus)  which  have  been  added  in 
brackets,  being  178  and  18!  respectively, 
supply  this  addition  of  5 years." 

*279,  38.  omit  the  parenthesis  “ (just  those 

needed,  Ac.)44 

280,  15,  after  44  concurrent; 44  insert 44  and  whole 

reigm  the  names  for  which  he  has  sup- 
pressed ; " 

2*0,  39,  for  4*  24  4 44  read  44  24$  " and  for  44  1 47  44 

read  1481.” 

281,  29,  after  "theii"  insert ‘‘true’4  and  omit  "as.” 

282,  2,  3.4,  for  44  (220|  + 177  = ) 3971 44  read 

“(222f+l77=)  309f. 44 
. 282,  13,  for  44  392  44  read  44  396." 

282,  18,  for  44 1 II"  and  44  20"  read4  (1731-160=) 

131  °r  of  (198- 176=)  22." 

'2« 2,  29,  omit 44  or  xxx." 

.82,  31,  3*2,  for  **  or  xxx  or  even  for  xxvi " read 

44  to  say  nothing  of  lxxvi." 

.92,  30,  for  ‘*5  years"  read  44  years,”  and 

omit  *’  and  4 months,  or  at  most  G 
years.” 

2*3,  6,  for  ” 882  ” read  44  891 ." 

283,  16.  for  44  392  " read  44  396." 

‘283,  24,  for  *4,  or  xxx  or  even  xxvi"  read 

44  rather  than  lxxvi.44 

286,  12,  13,  for  44  [+6  years  of  Dyn.  XXVII]  " 

read  44  [+6  years  of  Dyn.  XXVIII].” 

286,  27,  for  44  241  " read  44  241.” 

2**8,  7,  from  the  bottom,  for  44  167  44  read  44  177." 

288,  5,  from  the  bottom,  for  44  392  '*  read  44  396." 

290,  1 1,  for  44  3(>4  44  read  44  30)1.** 

295,  29,  44  are  not  here  given.  ' They  are  given 

in  Ch.  IV.  at  p.  501. 

303,  23,  for  44  2f'l 44  read  44  29A. 44 

:>G3,  29,  for 44  244  44  read  44  24J.A 

306,  15,  for  ‘‘follow,’*  read  " follow;44 

. 319,  11),  for  "only  just  born  " read  44  scarcely  yet 

born." 

319,  33,  " Menai"  Ac.  in  the  marginal  note. 

The  reader  may  note  that  though  this 
and  other  following  reigns  are  calcu- 
lated and  marked  as  if  tbeir  lengths 
were  all  ascertained,  this  is  by  no  means 
true  in  fact,  since  the  reigns  or  genera- 
tions of  Eratosthenes  are  reduced  from 
those  of  Manetho,  and  those  of  Mane- 
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tho  do  not  belon  historically,  at  least 
not  in  all  the  years  given  to  them,  to 
the  kings  named  for  each,  but  are  com- 
pounded by  Manetho  partly  from  the 
true  reigus  of  the  kings  named,  partly 
from  those  of  many  other  kings  omitted, 
and  partly  also  from  fictitious  years  in- 
terpolated by  himself. 

324,  34,  for  44  2691  ” and  “ 220|  " read  44  2721  44 

and  44  IStf.44 

324,  36,  for  ”2201  " and  "23"  read  44  2*204  or 

2205 44  and  44  about  20l’4 

326,  4,  for  44  241  ” read  *'  24f.44 

330,  20.  Here  we  are  forcibly  reminded  that  the 

reigns  of  Manetho  are  fictitious,  sinco 
the  39  years  of  the  first  two  Memphite 
suxerains  of  Dyn.  XVII. of  the  Chro- 
nicle will  not  come  naturally  out  of 
those  sums  of  years  which  Manetho  ex- 
hibits ; and,  after  they  have  been  taken, 
Manetho  seems  to  make  his  Dyn.  X 
overrun  by  13  years  the  commencement 
of  Dyn.  XI  by  which  it  was  succeeded. 

MS,  24,  for  “ 291 " read  “ 29,".." 

338,  32,  for44  Soaphis"  read  *4  Saophls.” 

340,  16,  for  44  294  44  read  44  29^. 4 4 

349,  20,  after  44  177  44  insert  "[really  181]." 

362.  20,  omit 44  The  vast  number,”  Ac.  down  to 

44  character 44  incl. 

352,  39,  for  44  Anch-set-mirc"  read  44  Anck-nes- 

mire." 

353,  33,  for  44  86  " read  44  76.” 

365,  26.  But  indirectly  the  Papyrus  shows  that 

she  bad  12  years,  if  we  compare  the  sum 
of  the  dynasty  presented  by  the  Papy- 
rus with  the  figures  for  the  reigns  in 
detail  helped  out,  where  the  Papyrus  is 
defective,  by  the  list  of  Manetho.  See 
p.  509. 

356,  2,  "Meranre."  A sphinx  bearing  the 

name  of  this  king  is  in  the  collection  of 
Mr.  Larkin  at  Alexandria. 

356,  16,  44  There  is,  or  was,  at  Gixeh,"  Ac.  This 

assertion  may  or  may  not  be  accurate. 
Being  found  in  a work  of  no  authority, 
it  should  not  have  been  repeated 
without  further  verification. 

34>6,  22,  for  44  Anch set-mire  44  read  44  Anch-nei- 

mire." 

362,  11,  44  Not  exceeding  45.44  But  the  Turin 

Papyrus  shows  that  instead  of  only  49 
kings  there  were  as  many  as  89,  from 
whom  the  49  of  Manetho  are  selected 
and  consolidated.  And  though  many  ol 
these  89  may  have  had  very  short  reign*, 
they  might  all  or  nearly  all  have  com. 
tncnccd  at  least  the  preparation  of  a 
tomb.  And,  In  fact.  Dr.  Lcpsius  ima- 
gines that  he  found  traces  of  as  many 
as  60  or  70  pyramids,  though  some  of 
them  must  have  been  very  small ; and 
some,  or  many,  may  have  belonged  to 
queens  or  to  others  besides  kings.  It  is 
true,  no  doubt,  that  Manetho  in  all  pro- 
bability has  retained  the  names  of  the 
more  Important  kings  who  bad  the 
longest  reigns  and  left  the  most  con- 
spicuous tombs ; but  still  that  com- 
parison which  Is  offered  of  the  37  Pyra- 
mids known  to  Col.  Howard  Vyse  and 
Mr.  Perring  with  the  names  of  Mane- 
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368, 

366. 

368, 


368, 

369. 
371, 

371, 

373, 

373, 

374, 

375, 
375, 

375, 

375, 

376, 


Line 

tho’s  eArly  dynasties  is  put  forward  in 
nn  other  sense  than  as  a basis  for  some 
broad  and  general  inferences. 

I,  The  name  of  “ Ottnos " is  said  to  hare 
been  found  on  blocks  either  connected 
with  this  building  or  in  its  immediate 
vicinity. 

26,  for  “ Anch-set-mire  ” read  “ Anch-nes- 
mire." 

11,  “of  Manetho.  ' But  the  Papyrus  shows 
that  there  were  4 more  kings  after  Nl- 
tocrls  with  very  short  reigns,  and  that 
Manetho  haa  suppressed  these  and 
thrown  up  their  10  years,  adding  these, 
and  16  other  fictitious  years  besides,  to 
the  earlier  kings  of  the  dynasty. 

16,  “ Towards  determining."  See.  But  the 
Papyrus  determines  it*  duration  to  I Hi 
years,  which  ended  in  B.c.  (1974  — 12= 
1962—  10=)  1 952,  and  therefore  began  in 
D.C.  (1952  + 181  = )2132,  that  is,  92  years 
after  Menes. 

34,  for  “ 392  ? **  read  “ 396  ? " 

27,  29,  for  “ 392  ” and  “ 24|  ” read  M 396“ 
and  “ 24J,”  and  omit  “ exactly.” 

35,  36,  for  ••  392=)  UW,  6 “ and  “ 86  ” read 
*‘39C=)2143.  2.”  and  “81.** 

32,  before  •*  103  **  Insert  “ something  like.  ” 

38,  for  “ 98  ” read  ” 99.  ** 

I,  2,  for  “ 392  ” and  “ 98 ” read  “ 396  " and 
“ 99.” 

3,  after  “ Papa  Malre”  insert  " at  Turin." 

4,  after  " Karnak,”  insert  “and  the  car- 
touches  of  Amenemhe  I.  as  well  as  those 
of  the  Nantefs  and  Mentuhoteps  hare 
recently  been  found  on  remains  of  con* 
temporary  buildings  on  the  west  bank,” 

14,  In  marginal  note  to  the  Prince  Kanttf, 
for  “25  years,  from  b.c.  2139  to  21 14" 
read  “29  years,  from  Thoth  1 B c.  2143 
[or  29—16=13  years,  from  Thoth  I b.c. 
2127?]  to  Thoth  1 B.c.  2114." 

31,  for  “98“  and  “244  " read  “99“  and 
“24!” 

15,  for  “392=)  2139“  read  “396  = ) 2143, 
though  the  fact  that  the  actual  com- 
mencements of  Dynasties  VIII,  X,  and 
X 1 1 1 of  Manetho  are  ascertained  to  hare 
been  later  by  8, 8f,  and  16  years  respcc- 
tirely,  than  those  which  we  should  have 
calculated  for  them  mokes  it  probable 
that  the  commencement  of  Dyn.  XIV 
also  was  later,  let  us  suppose  by  16  years, 
than  the  date  calculated  for  it.  So  it 
may  have  begun  in  b.c.  (2143  — 16=) 
2127  ; and  from  either  b.c.  2143  or  b.c. 
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2127  we  may  reckon  downwards  396  or 
380  years  to  b.c.  1748." 

379,  38,  for  **  2139  ” and  “ 6,”  read  “ 2143  or  B.c. 

2127  “and  “ 2 or  18.” 

383,  19,  in  the  marginal  note  to  Sne/erkar,  for 

“24  years  b.c.  1968  to  1924,”  read  “25 
years  B.c.  1944  to  b.c.  1919.” 

384,  28,  29.  for  “24j."  “1924,”  and  “8”  read 

“ 24}.“  “ 1919,”  and  “ 13." 

385,  13,  in  marginal  note,  for  "29  years,  b.c. 

1924  ” read  " 24  years,  b.c.  1919.” 

385,  31,  after  “ him.”  “ Probably  it  was  through 

him  that  the  kings  of  Dyn.  XV111 
traced  themselves  up  both  to  Arrraembe 
I,  the  head  of  Dyn.  XV  of  Manetho 
(XII  of  Africanus),  and  to  the  earlier 
Memphites  and  Tanitcs  of  Lower 
Egypt." 

385,  38,  fur  " 44th  “ read  “ 46th.** 

391,  2,  after  “ 219  ” Insert  “(but  really  213).” 

393,  7,  for  “ reign  " read  “ accession.'* 

396,  27,  omit  “ probably.” 

396,  29,  after  “Turin)”  insert  *‘ there  were  no 

fewer  than  cxliii,  or  even  clxii." 

405,  32,  after  “ illegitimate  reigns,”  add  “ or 

of  reigns  not  in  the  right  line  of  de- 
scent.” 

405,  35,  for  “ perhaps  ” read  “either  of  illegiti- 

mate reigns,  or  of  brothers  or  cousIds 
making  only  one  generation  with  their 
predecessors,  are  reckoned.” 

405,  39,  for  “ kings  “ read  “ generations.” 

406,  2,  before  “ 23  ” insert  “ 23|£  or." 

40G,  3, 4,  for  “ 1 year  and  2 months  ” and  “ 244  " 

read  “ 1 year  and  5 months  ” and  “ 24|  .** 

406,  24,  before  “ something  “ insert  “ 23|jj  or  ”, 

and  before  “ 234  " insert  “ 23 or  some* 
thing  over." 

407,  7,  after  “of*  insert  " Thothmcs  II.  or 

that  of.’* 

408,  17,  after  “ they  all  ” insert  “ or  most  of 

them.” 

413,  29,  for  “ 41  years  **  read  “ 48  years." 

413,  33,  after  “51."  insert  “ And  it  is  probable 

that  Shishonk  III.  is  more  properly  the 
last  generation  of  the  preceding  dynasty, 
a prince  who  died  before  his  father  being 
alluded  to  as  the  first  of  the  three  gene- 
rations of  Dyn.  XX 11.  of  the  Old  Chro- 
nicle.” 


414, 

37. 

after  “on  any  Apis-stele  ” insert  " 

(the 

2nd,  Zet,  has  not  been  found  at  all) 

.*• 

415, 

11. 

12,  for  “ " and  ‘ 12  " read  “ n { ” 

and 

" 18." 

415, 

15, 

16,  for  “ #V  ” and  “ 18  **  read  “ , 

aud  “ 12.” 

END  OF  THE  FIRST  VOLUME. 
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hall. By  the  same.  2nd  Edition.  8vo.  8#.  6rf. 

Critical  and  Historical  Essays 

contributed  to  the  Edinburgh  Review.  By 
the  Right  Hon.  Lord  Macaulay. 

Library  Edition,  3 vols.  Svo.  36#. 
Traveller’s  Edition,  in  1 vol.  21#. 

In  Pocket  Volumes,  3 vols.  fcp.  21#. 
People’s  Edition,  2 vols.  crown  8vo.  8#. 

Historical  and  Philosophical 

Essays.  By  Nassau  W.  Senior.  2 vols. 
post  8vo.  1 6#. 

History  of  the  Rise  and  Influence 

of  the  Spirit  of  Rationalism  in  Europe.  By 
W.  E.  II.  Lecky,  M.A.  Second  Edition. 
2 vols.  8vo.  25*. 

The  Biographical  History  of 

Philosophy,  from  its  Origin  in  Greece  to 
the  Present  Day.  By  George  Henry 
Lewes.  Revised  and  enlarged  Edition. 
8vo.  16#. 

History  of  the  Inductive  Sciences. 

By  William  Whewell,  D.D.  F.R.S.  Master 
of  Trin.  Coll.  Cantab.  Third  Edition.  8 vols. 
crown  8vo.  24#. 

Egypt’s  Place  in  Universal  His- 

tory  ; an  Historical  Investigation.  By 
C.  C.  J.  Bunsen,  D.D.  Translated  by 
C.  H.  Cottrell,  M.A.  With  many  Illus- 
trations. 4 vols.  8vo.  £6  8s.  Vol.  V.  is 
nearly  ready,  completing  the  work. 

Maunder’s  Historical  Treasury  ; 

comprising  a General  Introductory  Outline 
of  Universal  History,  and  a Series  of  Sepa- 
rate Histories.  Fcp.  10*. 

Historical  and  Chronological  En- 
cyclopedia, presenting  in  a brief  and  con- 
venient form  Chronological  Notices  of  all 
the  Great  Events  of  Universal  History.  By 
B.  B.  Woodward,  F.S.A.  Librarian  to  ths 
Queen.  [7a  the  press. 


Digitized  by  Google 


NEW  WORKS  published  bt  LONGMANS  and  CO. 


3 


History  of  the  Christian  Church, 

from  the  Ascension  of  Christ  to  the  Cm  ver- 
sion of  Constantine.  By  E.  Burton,  D.D. 
late  Regius  Prof,  of  Divinity  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford.  Eighth  Edition.  Fcp.  3s.  Cci. 

Sketch  of  the  History  of  the 

Church  of  England  to  the  Revolution  of 
1G88.  By  the  Right  Rev.  T.  V.  Short,  D.D. 
Lord  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph.  Sixth  Edition. 
Crown  8 vo.  10s.  Gd. 

History  of  the  Early  Church, 

from  the  First  Preaching  of  the  Gospel  to 
the  Council  of  Nicies,  a.d.  325.  By  the 
Author  of  * Amy  Herbert.’  Fcp.  4s.  6d. 

The  English  Heformation.  By 

F.  C.  Massingberd,  M.A.  Chancellor  of 
Lincoln  and  Rector  of  South  Ormsby.  Third 
Edition,  revised  and  enlarged.  Fcp.  6s. 


History  of  Wesleyan  Methodism. 

By  Georgk  Smith,  F.AJS.  Fourth  Edition, 
with  numerous  Portraits.  3 vo’.s.  crown 
8vo.  7s.  each. 

Villari’s  History  of  Savonarola 

and  of  bis  Times,  translated  from  the  Italian 
by  Leonard  Horner,  F.R.S.  with  the  co- 
0]>eration  of  the  Author.  2 vols.  post  8vo. 
with  Medallion,  18s. 

Lectures  on  the  History  of  Modern 

Music,  delivered  at  the  Royal  Institution. 
# By  John  Hullah,  Professor  of  Vocal  Music 
in  King’s  College  and  in  Queen’s  College, 
London.  First  Course,  with  Chronolo- 
gical Tables,  post  8 vo.  6s.  Gd.  Second 
Course,  on  the  Transition  Period,  with  26 
Specimens,  8vo.  16*. 


Biography  and  Memoirs. 


Letters  and  Life  of  Francis 

Bacon,  including  all  his  Occasional  Works.  , 
Collected  and  edited,  with  a Commentary,  • 
by  J.  Spkddino,  Trin.  Coll.  Cantab.  Vols.  j 
I.  and  II.  8vo.  24s. 

Passages  from  the  Life  of  a Phi- 

losopher.  By  Charles  Babbage,  Esq. 
M.A.  F.R.S.  &c.  8vo.  12a 

Life  of  Robert  Stephenson,  F.R.S. 

By  J.  C.  Jka  fpkeson,  Barrister-at-Lavr, 
and  William  Pole,  F.R.S.  Merab.  Inst.  I 
Civ.  Eng.  With  2 Portraits  and  17  Illustru-  I 
tions.  2 vols.  8vo.  32a 

Life  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington. 

By  the  Rev.  G.  R.  Glkig,  M.A.  Popular 
Edition,  carefully  revised ; with  copious 
Additions.  Crown  8vo.  with  Portrait,  5a 
Erialraont  and  Gleig’s  Life  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington.  4 vols.  8vo.  with  Illustra- 
tions, £2  14s. 

Life  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  partly 
from  the  French  of  M.  Bkialmont,  partly 
from  Original  Documenta  By  the  Rev.  | 
G.  R.  Glkig,  M.A.  8vo.  with  Portrait,  15s. 

History  of  my  Religious  Opinions’ 

By  J.  II.  Newman,  D.D.  Being  the  Sub- 
stance of  Apologia  pro  Vita  Sud.  Post 
8vo.  Ga 

Father  Mathew : a Biography. 

By  John  Francis  Maguire,  M.P.  Popular 
Edition,  with  Portrait  Crown  8vo.  3a  6c/.  j 
Borne ; its  Rulers  and  its  Institutions. 
By  the  same  Author.  New  Edition  in  pre- 
paration. 


Memoirs,  Miscellanies,  and  Let- 
ters of  the  late  Lucy  Aikin  ; including  these 
addressed  to  Dr.  Channing  from  1820  to 
1842.  Edited  by  P.  II.  Le  Breton.  Post 
8vo.  8a  Gtf. 

Life  of  Amelia  Wilhelmina  Sieve- 

king,  from  the  German.  Edited,  with  the 
Author’s  sanction,  by  Catherine  Wink- 
worth.  Post  8 vo.  with  Portrait,  12s. 

Louis  Spohr’s  Autobiography. 

Translated  from  the  German.  8vo.  14s. 

Felix  Mendelssohn’s  Letters  from 

Italy  and  Switzerland,  and  Letters  from  1833 
to  1847,  translated  by  Lady  Wallace.  New 
Edition,  with  Portrait.  2 vols.  crown  8vo. 
5s.  each. 

Diaries  of  a Lady  of  Quality, 

from  1707  to  1844.  Edited,  with  Notes,  by 
A.  Hayward,  Q.C.  Post  8vo.  10a  Gd. 

Recollections  of  the  late  William 

Wilberforce,  M.P.  for  the  County  of  York 
during  nearly  80  Years.  By  J.  S.  Harford, 
F.R.S.  Second  Edition.  Post  8vo.  7a 

Memoirs  of  Sir  Henry  Havelock, 

K.C.B.  By  John  Clark  Marsiiman. 
Second  Edition.  8vo.  with  Portrait,  12s.  Gd. 

Thomas  Moore’s  Memoirs,  Jour- 
nal, and  Correspondence.  Edited  and 
abridged  from  the  First  Edition  by  Earl 
KU9SELL.  Square  crowu  8vo.  with  8 Por- 
traits, 12s.  Gd. 
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The  Elements  of  Logic.  By  Thomas 

Shf.dije.v,  M.A.  of  St.  Peter’s  Co'll.  Cantab, 
l'.’nio.  -U.  Gd. 


Analysis  of  Mr.  Mill’s  System  of 

Logic.  By  W.  Stgubixo,  M.A.  Fellow  of 
Worcester  College,  Oxford.  I2mo.  S».  C d. 

The  Election  of  Representatives,  j 

Parliamentary  and  Municipal;  a Treatise. 
By  Thomas  Hare,  Barrister-at-Lnw.  Third 
Edition,  with  Additions.  Crown  6vo.  C>. 

Speeches  of  the  Right  Hon.  Lord 

Macaulay,  corrected  by  Himself.  8vo.  12*. 

Lord  Macaulay’s  Speeches  on 

Parliamentary  Reform  in  1831  and  1832. 
IGuio.  U. 
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A Dictionary  of  the  English 

Language.  By  R.  G.  Latham,  M.A-  M.D.  j 
F.R.S.  Founded  on  the  Dictionary  of  Dr.  S.  , 
Johnson,  as  edited  by  the  Rev.  II.  J.  Todd, 
with  numerous  Emendations  and  Additions. 
Publishing  in  36  Parts,  price  3s.  6d.  each, 
to  form  2 vols.  4 to. 

Thesaurus  of  English  Words  and 

Phrases,  classified  and  arranged  so  as  to  j 
facilitate  the  Expression  of  Ideas,  and  assist 
in  Literary  Composition.  BvP.  M.  Rookt, 
M.D.  14th  Edition,  crown  8vo.  10s.  Gd. 

Lectures  on  the  Science  of  Lan- 
guage, delivered  st  the  Royal  Institution. 
By  Max  Muller,  M.A-  Taylorian  Professor 
in  the  University  tf  Oxford.  First  Series, 
Fourth  Edition,  Pis.  Second  Series,  18#. 

The  Debater  ; a Series  of  Complete 
Debates,  Outlines  of  Debates,  and  Questions 
for  Discussion.  By  F.  Rowtox.  Fcp.  G#. 

A Course  of  English  Reading, 

adapted  to  every  taste  and  capacity;  or, 
How  and  What  to  Read.  By  the  Rev.  J. 
Pvcroft,  B.A.  Fourth  Edition,  fcp.  5s. 

Manual  of  English  Literature, 

Historical  and  Critical : with  a Chapter  on 
English  Metres.  By  Thomas  Arnold,  B.A. 
Post  Svo.  10s.  Gd. 

Southey’s  Doctor,  complete  in  One 
Volume.  Edited  by  the  Rev.  J.W.  WartKB, 
B.D.  Square  crown  8%*o.  12#.  Gd. 


Historical  and  Critical  Common- 

tary  on  the  Old  Testament;  with  a New 
Translation.  By  M.  M.  Kalisch,  Ph.  D. 
Vol.  I.  Genesis,  8vo.  18s.  or  adapted  for  the 
General  Reader,  12#.  Vol.  II.  Exodus,  15#. 
or  adapted  for  the  General  Reader,  12#. 

A Hebrew  Grammar,  with  Exercises. 
By  the  same.  Part  1.  Outlines  with  Exer- 
cises, 8vo.  12#.  Gd.  Key,  5#.  Part  II.  Ex- 
ceptional Forms  and  Constructions,  12#.  6d. 

A Latin-English  Dictionary.  By 

J.  T.  White,  M.A.  of  Corpus  Christi  Col- 
lege, and  J.  E.  Kiddle,  M.A.  ofSL  Edmund 
Hall,  Oxford.  Imp.  8vo.  pp.  2,128,  42#. 

A New  Latin-English  Dictionary, 
abridged  from  the  larger  work  of  White  and 
Riddle  (as  above),  by  J.  T.  White,  M.A. 
Joint-Author.  Medium  8vo.  pp.  1,0-18,  18#. 

A Diamond  Latin-English  Dictionary, 
or  Guide  to  the  Meaniug,  Quality,  and 
Accentuation  of  Latin  Classical  Words.  By 
J.  E.  Kiddle,  M.A.  32mo.  2s.  Gd. 


An  English-Greek  Lexicon,  con- 

tabling  all  the  Greek  Words  used  by  Writers 
of  good  authority.  By  C.  D.  Yongb,  B.A. 
Fifth  Edition.  4to.  21#. 

Mr.  Yongo’s  New  Lexicon,  En- 
glish and  Greek,  abridged  from  his  larger 
work  (as  above).  Squure  12ino.  8#.  6 d. 

A Greek-English  Lexicon.  Com- 
piled bv  H.  G Liddell,  D.D.  Dean  of 
Christ  Church,  and  K.  Scott,  D.D.  Master 
of  Balliol.  Fifth  Edition,  crown  4to.  31s.  Gd. 

A Lexicon,  Greek  and  English, 

abridged  from  Liddell  and  Scott’s  Greeh- 
English  Lexicon.  Eleventh  Edition,  square 
12mo.  7s.  Gd. 

A Practical  Dictionary  of  the 

French  and  English  Languages.  By  L. 
CosTAXsKAU.  8th  Edition,  post  8vo.  10#.  Gd. 

Contanseau's  Pocket  Dictionary, 

French  und  English,  abridged  from  the 
above  by  the  Author.  New  Edition.  18mo.5s. 

New  Practical  Dictionary  of  the 

German  Language;  German- English,  and 
Englisli-German.  By  the  Rev.  W.  L. 
Blackley,  M.A.,  and  Dr.  Carl  Martin 
Friedlandkr.  Post  8 vo.  [ In  the  press. 
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Recreations  of  a Country  Parson: 

being  a Selection  of  the  Contributions  of 
A.  K.  II.  B.  to  Fraser's  Magazine.  SECOND 
Series.  Crown  8vo.  3s.  GiL 

The  Commonplace  Philosopher  in 
Town  and  Country.  By  the  same  Author.  ! 
Crown  8vo.  3s  Gd. 

Leisure  Hours  in  Town ; Essays  Consola- 
tory, -Esthetical,  Moral,  Social,  and  Do- 
mestic. By  the  same.  Crown  8vo.  3s.  6 d. 

The  Autumn  Holidays  of  a Country 
Parson  : Essays  contributed  to  Fraser's  Mag- 
azine and  to  Good  Words , by  the  same. 
Crown  8vo.  3s.  Gd. 

The  Graver  Thoughts  of  a Country 
Parson,  Second  Series.  By  the  same. 
Crown  8 vo.  3s.  Gd. 

Critical  Essays  of  a Country  Parson, 
selected  from  Essays  contributed  to  Fraser's 
Magazine,  by  the  same.  Post  8vo.  9s. 

A Campaigner  at  Home.  By  Sum- 

ley,  Autbor  of  *Thalatta*  and  iNuga5 
Critical.’  Post  8vo.  w ith  Vignette,  7s.  Gd. 

Friends  in  Council : a Series  of 
Readings  and  Discourses  thereon.  2 vols. 
fcp.  9s. 

Friends  in  Council,  Second  Series. 

2 vols.  post  8vo.  14s. 

Essays  written  in  the  Intervals  of 

Business.  Fcp.  2s.  Gd. 

Lord  Macaulay’s  Miscellaneous 

Writings. 

Library  Edition,  2 vols.  8vo.  Portrait,  21s. 
People's  Edition,  1 vol.  crown  8vo.  4s.  Gd. 

The  Rev.  Sydney  Smith’s  Mis- 
cellaneous Works;  including  his  Contribu- 
tions to  the  Edinburgh  Review. 

Library  Edition,  3 vols.  8vo.  3Gs. 
Traveller’s  Edition,  in  1 vol.  21s. 

In  Pocket  Volumes,  3 vols.  fcp.  21s. 
People’s  Edition,  2 vols.  crown  8vo.  8s. 

Elementary  Sketches  of  Moral  Philo- 
sophy, delivered  at  the  Royal  Institution. 
By  the  same  Author.  Fcp.  7s. 

The  Wit  and  Wisdom  of  the  Rev. 
Sydney  Smith:  a Selection  of  the  most 
22n  memorable  Passages  in  bis  Writings  and 
^Conversation.  16mo.  7s.  Gd. 


The  History  of  the  Supernatural 

in  All  Ages  and  Nations,  and  in  All 
Churches,  Christian  and  Pagan;  demon- 
strating a Universal  Faith.  By  William 
Howitt.  2 vols.  post  8vo.  18*. 

The  Superstitions  of  Witchcraft. 

By  Howard  Williams,  M.A  St.  John'* 
Coll.  Camb.  Post  8%*o.  7s.  Gd. 

Chapters  on  Mental  Physiology. 

By  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Bart.  M.D.  F.K.S. 
Second  Edition.  Post  8vo.  8s.  Gd. 

Essays  selected  from  Contribu- 
tions to  the  Edinburgh  Review.  By  Henry 
Rogers.  Second  Edition.  3 vols.  fcp.  21*. 
The  Eclipse  of  Faith;  or,  a Visit  to  a 
Religious  Sceptic.  By  the  same  Author. 
Tenth  Edition.  Fcp.  5s. 

Defence  of  the  Eclipse  of  Faith,  by  its 
Autbor  ; a Rejoinder  to  Dr.  Newman's 
Reply.  Third  Edition.  Fcp.  3*.  Gd. 
Selections  from  the  Correspondence 
of  R.  E.  H.  Greyson.  By  the  same  Author. 
Third  Edition.  Crown  8vo.  7s.  Gd. 
Fulleriana,  or  the  Wisdom  and  Wit  of 
Thomas  Fuller, with  Essay  on  his  Life  and 
Genius.  By  the  same  Author.  16mo.  2*.  6</. 

The  Secret  of  Hegel:  being  the 
Hegelian  System  in  Origin,  Principle,  Form, 
and  Matter.  By  James  HurcuisoN  Stir- 
ling. 2 vols.  8vo.  28*. 

An  Introduction  to  Mental  Phi- 
losophy, on  the  Inductive  Method.  By 
J.  D.  Morkll,  M.A  LL.D.  8vo.  12*. 
Elements  of  Psychology,  containing  tho 
Analysis  of  the  Intellectual  Powers.  By 
the  same  Author.  Post  8vo.  7s.  Gd. 

Sight  and  Touch:  an  Attempt  to 
Disprove  the  Received  (or  Berkeleian) 
Theory  of  Vision.  By  Thomas  K.  Abbott, 
M.A.  Fellow  and  Tutor  of  Trin.  Coll.  Dublin. 
8vo.  with  21  Woodcuts,  5*.  Gd. 

The  Senses  and  tho  Intellect. 

By  Alexander  Bain,  M.A.  Prof,  of  Logic 
in  the  Univ.  of  Aberdeen.  Second  Edition. 
8vo.  15*. 

The  Emotions  and  the  Will,  by  the 
same  Author ; completing  a Systematic 
Exposition  of  the  Human  Mind.  8vo.  15*. 
On  tho  Study  of  Character,  including 
on  Estimate  of  Phrenology.  By  the  same 
Author.  8vo.  9*. 
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Time  and  Space : a Metaphysical 
Essay.  By  Shadwobth  II.  Hodgson. 
8vo.  pp  588,  price  16*. 

Hours  with  the  Mystics : a Contri- 
bution to  the  History  of  Religious  Opinion. 
By  Robekt  Ale  lied  Vaughan,  B.A.  Se- 
cond Edition.  2 vols.  crown  8vo.  12s. 

Psychological  Inquiries.  By  the 
late  Sir  Benj.C.  Bkodie,  Hart.  2 vols.  or 
Series,  fcp.  5s.  each. 


The  Philosophy  of  Necessity;  or, 

Natural  Law  as  applicable  to  Mental,  Moral, 
and  Social  Science.  By  Charles  Bray. 
Second  Edition.  8vo.  9s. 

The  Education  of  the  Peelings  and 
Affections.  By  the  same  Author.  Third 
Edition.  8vo.  3*.  Cd. 

Christianity  and  Common  Sense. 

By  Sir  Willoughby  Jones,  Bart.  M.A 
Trin.  Coil.  Cantab.  8yo.  6 *. 


Astronomy , Meteorology , Popular  Geography , cjr. 


Outlines  of  Astronomy.  By  Sir 

J.  F.  W.  Hersciiel,  Bart,  M.A.  Seventh 
Edition,  revised ; with  Plates  and  Woodcuts. 
Syo.  18  *. 

Arago’s  Popular  Astronomy. 

Translated  by  Admiral  W.  H.  Smyth, 
F.R.S.  and  R.  Grant,  M.A.  With  25  Plates 
and  358  Woodcuts.  2 vols.  8vo.  £1  5*. 

Arago's  Meteorological  Essays,  with 
Introduction  by  Baron  Humboldt.  Trans- 
lated under  the  superintendence  of  Major- 
General  E.  Sabine,  R.A.  8vo.  18*. 

Saturn  and  its  System.  By  Rich- 
ard A.  Proctor,  B.A.  late  Scholar  of  St. 
John's  ColI.Catnb.  and  King’s  Coil.  London. 
8 vo.  with  14  Plates,  14a. 

The  Weather-Book ; a Manual  of 

Practical  Meteorology.  By  Rear-Admiral 
Robert  Fite  Roy,  R.N.  F.R.S.  Third 
Edition,  with  16  Diagrams.  8vo.  15*. 

Saxby’s  Weather  System,  or  Lunar 
Influence  on  Weather.  By  S.  M.  Saxbt, 
IL.N.  Instructor  of  Naval  Engineers.  Second 
Edition.  Poet  8vo.  4s. 

Dove’s  Law  of  Storms  considered 
in  connexion  with  the  ordinary  Movements 
of  the  Atmosphere.  Translated  by  R.  H. 
Scott,  M.A  T.C.D.  8vo.  10*.  6 <L 

Celestial  Objects  for  Common 
Telescope*.  ByT.  W.  Webb,  M.A  F.R.A.8. 
With  Map  of  the  Moon,  and  Woodcuts. 
16mo.  7s. 

Physical  Geography  for  Schools 

and  General  Readers.  By  M.  F.  Maury, 
LL.D.  Fep.  with  2 Charts,  2*.  6 d. 


A Dictionary,  Geographical,  Sta- 
tistical, and  Historical,  of  the  various  Coun- 
tries, Places,  and  principal  Natural  Objects 
in  the  World.  By  J.  R.  M*Culloch.  With 
C Maps.  2 vols.  8vo.  G3*. 

A General  Dictionary  of  Geo- 
graphy, Descriptive,  Physical,  Statistical, 
and  Historical  ; forming  a complete 
Gazetteer  of  the  World.  By  A Keith 
Johnston,  F.R.S.E.  8vo.  31*.  C</, 

A Manual  of  Geography,  Physical, 
Industrial,  and  Political.  By  W.  Hughes, 
F.R.G.S.  Prof,  of  Geog.  in  King's  Coll,  and  in 
Queen’s  Coll.  Lond.  With  6 Maps.  Fcp.7«,C<L 

The  Geography  of  British  History  ; a 

Geographical  Description  of  the  British 
Islands  at  Successive  Periods.  By  the  same. 
With  6 Maps.  Fcp.  8s.  6eL 

Abridged  Text-Book  of  British  Geo- 
graphy. By  the  same.  Fcp.  Is.  Cd. 

The  British  Empire  ; a Sketch  of 

the  Geography,  Growth,  Natural  and  Poli- 
tical Features  of  the  United  Kingdom,  its 
Colonies  end  Dependencies.  By  Caroline 
Biiay.  With  5 Maps.  Fcp.  7*.  Cd. 

Colonisation  and  Colonies  : a Series 

of  lectures  delivered  before  the  University 
of  Oxford.  By  Herman  Meki vale,  M.A. 
Prof,  of  Polit.  Econ.  8vo.  18*. 

Maunder ’s  Treasury  of  Geogra- 
phy, Physical,  Historical,  Descriptive,  and 
Political.  Edited  by  VV.  Hughes,  F.RG.S. 
With  7 Maps  and  J6  Plates.  Fcp.  10*. 
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Kirby  and  Spence’s  Introduction 

to  Entomology,  or  Elements  of  the  Natural 
History  of  Insects.  Seventh  Edition.  Crown 
8vo.  5a. 

Maunder’s  Treasury  of  Natural 

History,  or  Popular  Dictionary  of  Zoology. 
Revised  and  corrected  by  T.  S.  Cobuold, 
M.D.  Fcp.  with  900  Woodcuts,  10a. 

The  Treasury  of  Botany,  on  the 

Plan  of  M tunder’s  Treasury.  By  J.  Lixd- 
i.ey,  M.D.  and  T.  Moorb,  F.L.S.  assisted 
by  other  Practical  Botanists.  With  1G 
Plates  and  many  Woodcuts  from  designs 
by  W.  H.  Fitch.  Fcp.  [ In  the  press. 

The  Rose  Amateur’s  Guide.  By 

Thomas  Rivers.  8th  Edition.  Fcp.  4a. 

The  British  Flora ; comprising  the 
Phmnogamous  or  Flowering  Plants  and  the 
Ferns.  By  Sir  W.  J.  Hook  Kit,  K.H.  and 
G.  A.  Walkkr-Arsott,  LL.D.  12mo. 
with  12  Plates,  14a.  or  coloured,  21a. 

Bryologia  Britannica ; containing 
the  Mosses  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
arranged  and  described.  By  W.  Wilson. 
8vo.  with  G1  Plates,  42a.  or  coloured,  £4  4a. 

The  Indoor  Gardener.  By  Miss 
Mai.ing.  Fcp.  with  Frontispiece,  5a. 


Loudon’s  Encyclopaedia  of  Plants; 

comprising  the  Specific  Character,  Descrip- 
tion. Culture,  History,  &c.  of  all  the  Plants 
found  in  Great  Britain.  With  upwards  of 
12,000  Woodcuts.  8vo.  £3  13a.  Gd. 

Iioudon'8  Encyclopaedia  of  Trees  and 
Shrubs;  containing  the  Hardy  Trees  and 
Shrubs  of  Great  Britain  scientifically  and 
popularly  described.  With  2,000  Woodcuts. 
Svo.  50a. 

Maunder’s  Scientific  and  Lite- 

rary  Treasury ; a Popular  Encyclopaedia  of 
Science,  Literature,  and  Art  Fcp.  10a. 

A Dictionary  of  Science,  Litera- 
ture,  and  Art.  Fourth  Edition.  Edited  by 
W.  T.  Brandk,  D.C.L.  and  Gkorok  W. 
Cox,  M.A.,  assisted  by  gentlemen  of  emi- 
nent Scientific  and  Literary  Acquirements. 
In  12  Parts  each  containing  210  pages, 
price  os.  forming  3 vols.  medium  8vo.  price 
21a.  each. 

Essays  on  Scientific  and  other 

subjects,  contributed  to  Reviews.  By  Sir  H. 
Holland,  Bart  M.D.  Second  Edition. 
8 vo.  14s. 

Essays  from  the  Edinburgh  and 

Quarterly  Reviews  ; with  Addresses  and 
other  Pieces.  By  Sir  J.  F.  W.  Hkr-schel, 
Bart.  M.A.  8vo.  18s. 


Chemistry,  Medicine , Surgery,  and  the  Allied  Sciences . 


A Dictionary  of  Chemistry  and 

the  Allied  Branches  of  other  Sciences.  By 
Hf.xry  Watts,  F.C.S.  assisted  by  eminent 
Contributors.  5 vols.  medium  8vo.  in 
course  of  publication  in  Parts.  Vol.  I. 
3*.  Get  Vol.  II.  26a.  and  Vol.  III.  31a.  6r/. 
are  now  ready. 

Handbook  of  Chemical  Analysis, 

adapted  to  the  Unitary  Sj’stem  of  Notation : 
By  F.  T.  Cowinqton,  M.A.  F.C.S.  Post 
3vo.  7a.  G d. — Tables  of  Qualitative 
Analysis  adapted  to  the  same,  2a.  6<L 

A Handbook  of  Volumetrical 

Analysis.  By  Robert  II.  Scott,  M.A. 
T.C.D.  Post  8vo.  4a.  G d. 

Elements  of  Chemistry,  Theore- 
tical and  Practical.  By  William  A. 
Miller,  M.D.  LL.D.  F.R.S.  F.G.S.  Pro* 
feasor  of  Chemistry,  King’s  College,  London. 
3 vols.  8vo.  £2  13a.  Part  I.  Chemical 
Physics,  Third  Edition,  12a.  Part  II. 
Inorganic  Chemistry,  21a.  Part  III. 
Organic  Chemistry,  Second  Edition,  20a. 


A Manual  of  Chemistry,  De- 
scriptive and  Theoretical.  By  William 
Odlino,  M.B.  F.R.S.  Lecturer  on  Che- 
mistry at  St  Bartholomew’s  Hospital.  Part 
I.  8vo.  9a. 

A Course  of  Practical  Chemistry,  for  the 
use  of  Medical  Students.  By  the  same 
Author.  Second  Edition,  with  70  new 
Woodcuts.  Crown  8vo.  7a.  Cd. 

The  Diagnosis  and  Treatment  of 

the  Diseases  of  Women;  including  the 
Diagnosis  of  Pregnancy.  By  Gkally 
Hewitt,  M.D.  Physician  to  the  British 
Lying-in  Hospital.  8vo.  IGa. 

Lectures  on  the  Diseases  of  In- 
fancy and  Childhood.  By  Charles  West, 
M.D.  Ac.  5th  Edition,  revised  and  enlarged. 
8 vo.  IGa. 

Exposition  of  the  Signs  and 

Symptoms  of  Pregnancy : with  other  Pupera 
on  subjects  connected  with  Midwifery.  By 
W.  F.  Montgomery,  M.A.  M.D.  M.R.I.A. 
8vo.  with  Illustrations,  25a. 
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Cats’  and  Farlie’s  Moral  Em- 
blems ; with  Aphorisms,  Adages,  and  Pro- 
verbs of  all  Nations  : comprising  121 
Illustrations  on  Wood  by  J.  Leighton, 
F.S.A.  with  an  appropriate  Text  by 
R.  Pigot.  Imperial  8vo.  31*.  6 d. 

Bunyan’s  Pilgrim’s  Progress : 

with  126  Illustrations  on  Steel  and  Wood 
1 by  C.  Brnnktt  ; and  a Preface  by  the  Rev. 

C.  Kixgsley.  Fcp.  4 to.  21s. 

Shakspeare’s  Sentiments  and 

Similes  printed  in  Black  and  Gold  and  illu- 
minated in  the  Missal  style  by  Henry  Noel 
Humph  keys.  In  massive  covers,  containing 
the  Medallion  and  Cypher  of  Shakspeare.  • 
Square  post  8vo.  21s.  1 


The  History  of  Our  Lord,  as  exem- 
plified in  Works  of  Art;  with  that  of  His 
Types  in  the  Old  and  New  Testament.  By 
Mrs.  Jameson  and  Lady  East-lake.  Being 
the  concluding  Series  of  ‘ Sacred  and 
Legendary  Art;’  with  13  Etchings  and  281 
Woodcuts.  2 vols.  square  crown  8vo.  42*. 

In  the  same  Series,  by  Mrs.  Jameson. 

Legends  of  the  Saints  and  Martyrs. 
Fourth  Edilion,  with  ID  Etchings  and  187 
Woodcuts.  2 vols.  31*.  6 d. 

Legends  of  the  Monastic  Orders.  Third 
Edition,  with  11  Etchings  and  88  Woodcuts 
1 vol.  21*. 

Legends  of  the  Madonna.  Third  Edition, 
with  27  Etchings  and  165  Woodcuts* 
1 vol  21*. 


Arts,  Manufactures , c yc. 


Encyclopaedia  of  Architecture, 

Historical,  Theoretical,  and  Practical.  By 
Joseph  Gwilt.  With  more  than  1,000 
j Woodcuts.  8 vo.  42*. 

Tuscan  Sculptors,  their  Lives, 

Works,  and  Times.  With  45  Etchings  and 
28  Woodcuts  from  Original  Drawings  nnd 
Photographs.  By  Charles  C.  Perkins 
2 vols.  imp.  8 vo.  63*. 

The  Engineer’s  Handbook ; cx- 

plaining  the  Principles  which  should  guide 
the  young  Engineer  in  the  Construction  of 
Machinery.  By C.  S. Lowndes.  Post8vo.5*. 

> Tho  Elements  of  Mechanism. 

By  T.  M.  Goodeve,  M.A.  Prof,  of  Me- 
chanics at  the  R M.  Acad.  Woolwich. 
Second  Edition,  with  217  Woodcuts.  Post 
8vo.  6a.  OfL 

Ure’s  Dictionary  of  Arts,  Manu- 

factures,  and  Mines.  Re-written  and  en- 
larged by  Robert  Hunt,  F.R.9.,  assisted 
by  numerous  gentlemen  eminent  in  Science 
and  the  Arts.  With  2,000  Woodcuts.  3 vols. 
Bvo.  £1 

Encyclopaedia  of  Civil  Engineer- 

ing,  Historical,  Theoretical,  ami  Practical. 
By  E.  Cresy,  C.E.  With  above  3,000 
Woodcuts.  8vo.  42*. 


Treatise  on  MiUs  and  Mill  work. 

By  W.  Fairbairx,  C.E.  F.R.S.  With  18 
piates  and  322  Woodcuts.  2 vols.  8vo.  32*. 

Useful  Information  for  Engineers.  By 
j the  same  Author.  First  and  Second 
Series,  with  many  Plates  and  Woodcuts, 
j 2 vols.  crown  8vo.  10*.  6</.  each. 

The  Application  of  Cast  and  Wrought 
Iron  to  Building  Purposes.  By  the  same 
Author.  Third  Edition,  with  6 Plates  and 
118  Woodcuts.  8vo.  16*. 

The  Practical  Mechanic’s  Jour- 

nal:  An  Illustrated  Record  of  Mechanical 
and  Engineering  Science,  and  Epitome  of 
Patent  Inventions.  4 to.  price  Is.  monthly. 

The  Practical  Draughtsman’s 

Book  of  Industrial  Design.  By  W.  John- 
son, Assoc.  Inst  C.E.  With  many  hundred 
1 Illustrations.  4to.  28*.  6 d. 

' The  Patentee’s  Manual:  a Treatise 
on  the  Law  and  Practice  of  Letters  Patent 
for  the  use  uf  Patentees  and  Inventors.  By 
J.  and  J.  H.  Johnson.  Post  8vo.  7*.  6«/. 

The  Artisan  Club’s  Treatise  on 

the  Steam  Engine,  in  its  various  Applica- 
tions to  Mines,  Mills,  Steam  [Navigation, 
Railways,  and  Agriculture.  By  J.  Bourne, 
C.E.  Sixth  Edition ; with  37  Plates  nnd 
546  Woodcuts.  4 to.  42*. 
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The  Voyage  and  Shipwreck  of 

St.  Paul ; with  Dissertations  on  the  Ships 
and  Navigation  of  the  Ancients.  By  James  j 
Smtth,  F.R.S.  Crown  8vo.  Charts,  8s.  Gd. 

A Critical  and  Grammatical  Com- 
mentary on  St.  Paul’s  Epistles.  By  C.  J. 
Ellicott,  D.D.  Lord  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
and  Bristol.  8vo. 

Galatians,  Third  Edition,  9s.  Gd. 

Ephesians,  Third  Edition,  8s.  Gd. 

Pastoral  Epistles,  Third  Editiou,  10s.  Gd. 
Philippians,  Colossians,  and  Philemon, 
Third  Edition,  10*.  G</. 

Thessalonians,  Second  Edition,  7 s.  Gd. 
Historical  Lectures  on  the  Life  of  Our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ:  being  the  Hulsean 
Lectures  for  1859.  By  the  same  Author. 
Fourth  Edition.  8vo.  10*.  6 <L 

The  Destiny  of  the  Creature  ; and  other  ■ 
Sermons  preached  before  the  University  of  < 
Cambridge.  By  the  same.  Post  8vo.  5*. 

The  Broad  and  the  Narrow  Way;  Two 
Sermons  preached  before  the  University  of 
Cambridge.  By  the  same.  Crown  8vo.  2s. 

Bov.  T.  H.  Horne’s  Introduction 

to  the  Critical  Study  and  Knowledge  of  the 
Holy  Scriptures.  Eleventh  Edition,  cor- 
rected, and  extended  under  careful  Editorial 
revision.  With  4 Maps  and  22  Woodcuts 
and  Facsimiles.  4 vols.  8vo.  £3  13*.  6<f. 

Rev.  T.  H.  Home’s  Compendious  In-  ! 
troduction  to  the  Study  of  the  Bible,  being  ! 
an  Analysis  of  the  larger  work  by  the  same 
Author.  Be«edited  by  the  Rev.  John 
Ayrk,  M.A.  With  Maps,  &c.  Post  8vo.  Vs. 

The  Treasury  of  Bible  Know- 
ledge, on  the  plan  of  Maunder’s  Treasuries.  | 
By  the  Rev.  John  Ayrk,  M.A.  Fcp.  8vo.  I 
with  Maps  and  Illustrations.  [ In  the  press. 

The  Greek  Testament;  with  Notes, 

Grammatical  and  Exegctical.  By  the  Rev. 
\V.  Webstkr,  M.A.  and  the  Rev.  W.  F.  j 
Wilkinson,  M.A.  2 vols.  8vo.  £2  4s. 

Vol*  I.  the  Gospels  and  Acts,  20*. 

Vol.  II.  the  Epistles  and  Apocalypse,  24*. 

The  Four  Experiments  in  Church 

and  State;  and  the  Conflicts  of  Churches. 
By  Lord  Robert  Montagu,  M.P.  8vo.  12*. 

Every-day  Scripture  Difficulties 

explained  and  illustrated;  Gospels  of  St. 
Matthew  and  St.  Mark.  By  J.  E.  Prescott,  , 
M.A.  8vo.  9*. 


The  Pentateuch  and  Book  of 

Joshua  Critically  Examined.  By  the  Right 
Rev.  J.  W.  Colknbo,  D.D.  Lord  Bishop  of 
Natal.  People’s  Edition,  in  1 vol.  crowu 
8vo.  G*.  or  in  5 Parts,  1*.  eucli. 

The  Pentateuch  and  Book  of 

Joshua  Critically  Examined.  By  Prof.  A. 
Kuenen,  of  Leyden.  Translated  from  the 
Dutch,  and  edited  with  Notes,  by  the  Right 
Rev.  J.  W.  Coi.enso,  D.D.  Bishop  of  Natal. 
8 vo.  8s.  0 d. 

The  Formation  of  Christendom. 

Part  I.  By  T.  W.  Alum.  8vo.  12*. 

Christendom’s  Divisions  • a Philo- 
sophical Sketch  of  the  Divisions  of  the 
Christian  Family  in  East  and  West.  By 
Edmund  S.  Fkoulkeb, formerly  Fellow  and 
Tutor  of  Jesus  Coll.  Oxford.  Post  8vo.  7 s.  Gd. 

The  Life  of  Christ,  an  Eclectic  Gos- 
pel, from  the  Old  and  New  Testaments, 
arranged  on  a New  Principle,  with  Analytical 
Tables,  Ac.  By  Charles  Dk  la  Pryme, 
M.A.  Trin.  Coll.  Camb.  Revised  Edition. 
8vo.  5*. 

The  Hidden  Wisdom  of  Christ 

and  the  Key  of  Knowledge;  or.  History  of 
the  Apocrypha.  By  Ernest  de  Bunsen. 
2 vols.  8vo.  28*. 

Hippolytus  and  his  Age  ; or,  the 

Beginnings  and  Prospects  of  Christianity. 
By  Baron  Bunsen,  D.D.  2 vols.  8vo.  30*. 

Outlines  of  the  Philosophy  of  Uni- 
versal History,  applied  to  Language  and 
Religion:  Containing  an  Account  of  the 
Alphabetical  Conferences.  By  the  same 
Author.  2 vols.  8vo.  33*. 

Analecta  Ante-Nicsena.  By  the  same 
Author.  3 vols.  8vo.  42*. 

Essays  on  Religion  and  Litora- 

ture.  By  various  Writers.  Edited  by 
II.  K.  Manning,  D.D.  8vo.  10*.  Gd. 

Essays  and  Reviews.  By  the  Rev. 
W.  Tkmtlk,  D.l).  the  Rev.  R.  Williams, 
B.D.  the  Rev.  H.  Powf.i.i,  M.A.  Ihe  Rev. 
H.  B.  Wilson,  B.D.  C.  W.  Goodwiw,  M.A. 
the  Rev.  M.  Pattisojc,  B.D.  end  the  Rev. 
B.  Jowett.M.A.  12tli  Edition.  Fcp.  8 vo.  6a. 

Mosheim’s  Ecclesiastical  History. 

Mi'HDOCK  end  Soames's  Translation  nml 
Notes,  re-edited  by  the  Rev.  W.  Stubiis, 
M.A.  8 vols.  8vo.  4o«. 
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Bishop  Jeremy  Taylor’s  Entire 

Works:  With  Life  by  Bishop  Heber. 
Revised  and  corrected  by  the  Rev.  C.  P. 
Eden,  10  vols.  £5  5s. 

Passing  Thoughts  on  Religion. 

By  the  Author  of ‘Amy  Herbert/  8th  Edi- 
tion. Fcp.  5s. 

Thoughts  for  the  Holy  Week,  for 
Young  Persons.  By  the  same  Author. 
3d  Edition.  Fcp.  8vo.  2 s. 

Night  Lessons  from  Scripture.  By  the 
same  Author.  2d  Edition.  32 mo.  3s. 

Self-examination  before  Confirmation. 
By  the  same  Author.  32mo.  Is.  6 d. 

Readings  for  a Month  Preparatory  to 
Confirmation  from  Writers  of  the  Early  and 
English  Church.  By  the  same.  Fcp.  4a. 

Readings  for  Every  Day  in  Lent,  com- 
piled from  the  Writings  of  Bishop  Jeremy 
Taylor.  By  the  same.  Fcp.  5a. 

Preparation  for  the  Hoiy  Communion ; 
the  Devotions  chiefly  from  the  works  of 
Jeremy  Taylor.  By  the  same.  32mo.  3s. 

Morning  Clouds.  Second  Edition. 
Fcp.  5s. 

Spring  and  Autumn.  By  the  same  Author. 
Post  8vo.  6a. 

Tho  Wife’s  Manual ; or,  Prayers, 

Thoughts,  and  Songs  on  Several  Occasions 
of  a Matron’s  Life.  By  the  Rev.  W.  Cal- 
vert, M.A.  Crown  8vo.  10a.  6 d. 

Spiritual  Songs  for  tho  Sundays 

and  Holidays  throughout  the  Year.  By 
J.  S.  B.  Monsell,  LL.D.  Vicar  of  Egham. 
Fourth  Edition.  Fcp.  4a.  G d. 

The  Beatitudes  : Abasement  before  God : 
Sorrow  for  Sin ; Meekness  of  Spirit ; Desire 
for  Holiness ; Gentleness ; Purity  of  Heart ; 
the  Peace  - makers ; Sufferings  for  Christ. 
By  the  same.  2d  Edition,  fcp.  3a.  Grf. 

Hymnologia  Christiana ; or,  Psalms 

and  Hymns  selected  and  arranged  in  the 
order  of  the  Christian  Seasons.  By  B.  H. 
Kennedy,  D.D.  Prebendary  of  Lichfield. 
Crown  8vo.  7 a.  6dL 

Lyra  Domestica  ; Christian  Songs  for 
Domestic  Edification.  Translated  from  the 
EgUay  and  Harp  of  C.  J.  P.  Spitta,  and 
* * her  sources,  by  Richard  Masmir. 
the  san  . gECOND  Series,  fcp.  4a.  6 d.  each. 

Examination 

Browne’s  Exptg ; Hymns,  Ancient  and 
the  Rev.  J.  Gor.^  and  Fragments  of  Sacred 
ed  by  the  Rev  B.  W.  Savile, 
Lectures 
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Lyra  Qormanica,  translated  from  the 
German  by  Miss  C.  Winkwokth.  First 
Series,  Hymns  for  the  Sundays  and  Chief 
Festivals;  Second  Series,  the  Christian 
Life.  Fcp.  5a.  each  Series. 

Hymns  from  Lyra  Germanics,  l8mo.  la.  * 

Historical  Notes  to  the  ‘Lyra 

Germanics : ’ containing  brief  Memoirs  of 
the  Authors  of  the  Hymns,  and  Notices  of 
Remarkable  Occasions  on  which  some  of 
them  have  been  used;  with  Notices  of  other 
German  Hymn  Writers.  By  Theodore 
Kubler.  Fcp.  7a.  6 d. 

Lyra  Euoharistica  ; Hymns  and 
Verses  on  the  Holy  Communion,  Ancient 
and  Modern ; with  other  Poems.  Edited  by 
the  Rov.  Orby  Shipley,  M.A.  Second 
Edition.  Fcp.  7a.  6d. 

Lyra  Messi&nica  ; Hymns  and  Verses  on 
the  Life  of  Christ,  Ancient  and  Modern ; 
with  other  Poems.  By  the  same  Editor. 
Fcp.  7a.  GcL 

Lyra  Mystica ; Hymns  and  Verses  on  Sacred 
Subjects,  Ancient  and  Modern.  By  the 
same  Editor.  Fcp.  7a.  Crf. 

The  Chorale  Book  for  England  ; 

a complete  llymn- Book  in  accordance  with 
the  Services  &ud  Festivals  of  the  Church  of 
England  : the  Hymns  translated  by  Miss  C. 
Wink  worth  ; the  Tunes  arranged  by  Prof. 
W.  S.  Bennett  and  Otto  Goldschmidt. 
Fcp.  4to.  12a.  6 d. 

Congregational  Edition.  Fcp.  ts. 

The  Catholic  Doctrine  of  tho 

Atonement ; an  Historical  Inquiry  into  its 
Development  in  the  Church  : with  an  Intro- 
duction on  the  Principle  of  Theological 
I Developments.  By  H.  N.  Oxkniiam,  M.A. 
formerly  Scholar  of  Balliol  College,  Oxford. 
8vo.  8a.  Gd. 

Prom  Sunday  to  Sunday;  an  nttempt 

to  consider  familiarly  the  Weekday  Life 
and  Labours  of  a Country  Clergyman.  By 
R.  Gee,  M.A.  Vicar  of  Abbott’s  Langley 
and  Rural  Dean.  Fcp.  5a. 

First  Sundays  at  Church ; or. 

Familiar  Conversations  on  the  Morning  and 
Evening  Services  of  the  Church  of  England. 
By  J.  E Riddle,  M.A.  Fcp.  2a.  6 d. 

The  Judgment  of  Conscience, 

and  other  Sermons.  By  Richard  W hatkly, 
D.D.  late  Archbishop  of  Dublin.  Crown 
8vo.  4a.  6 dL 

Paley’s  Moral  Philosophy,  with 

Annotations.  By  Richard  Wiiately,  D.D. 
late  Archbishop  of  Dublin.  8vo.  7a. 
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Travels , Voyages , <jr. 


3 utline  Sketches  of  the  High  | 

Alps  of  Dauphin&  By  T.  G.  Bonnet,  M.A. 
F.G.S.  M.A.C.  Fellow  of  St.  John's  Coll. 
Camh.  With  13  Plates  and  a Coloured  Map. 
Post  4 to.  16s. 

Ice  Caves  of  France  and  Switzer- 

land ; a narrative  of  Subterranean  Explora-  1 
tion.  By  the  Rev.  G.  F.  Browne,  M A.  j 
Fellow  and  Assistant-Tutor  of  St.  Catherine’s 
Coll.  Cambridge,  M. A.C.  With  1 1 Woodcuts. 
Square  crown  8vo.  12#.  6c/. 

■Village  Life  in  Switzerland.  By 

Sophia  D.  Delmard.  Post  8vo.  9#.  Gd. 

How  we  Spent  the  Summer;  or, 

a Voyage  en  Zigzag  in  Switzerland  and 
Tyrol  with  some  Members  of  the  Alpine 
Club.  From  the  Sketch-Book  of  one  of  the 
Party.  In  oblong  4to.  with  about  300  Illus- 
trations, 10#.  6d. 

Map  of  the  Chain  of  Mont  Blanc, 

from  an  actual  Survey  in  18C3 — 1864.  By 
A.  A dams -Reilly,  F.R.G.S.  M.A.C.  Pub- 
lished under  the  Authority  of  the  Alpine 
Club.  In  Chromolithography  on  extra  stout 
drawing-paper  28in.  x 17in.  price  10#.  or  1 
mounted  on  canvas  in  a folding  case,  12#.  6<4 

The  Hunting  Grounds  of  the  Old 

World;  First  Series,  Asia.  Bv  II.  A.  L. 
the  Old  Shekarrv.  Third  Edition,  with  7 
Illustrations.  8vo.  18#. 

Camp  and  Cantonment ; a Journal 
of  life  in  India  in  1807 — 1859,  with  some 
Account  of  the  Way  thither.  By  Mrs.  Leo- 
pold Paoet.  To  which  is  added  a Short  j 
Narrative  of  the  Pursuit  of  the  Rebels  in  ■ 
Central  India  by  Major  Paoet,  R.II.A.  j 
Post  8vo.  10#.  Gd. 

Explorations  in  South  - west 

Africa,  from  Walvisch  Bay  to  Lake  Xgami 
and  the  Victoria  Falls.  By  Thomas  Baines, 
F.R.G.S.  8 vo.  with  Maps  and  Illustra- 
tions, 21#. 

South  American  Sketches  ; or,  a 

Visit  to  Rio  Janeiro,  the  Organ  Mountains, 

La  Plata,  and  the  Parank.  By  Thomas  W. 
Hwchuff,  M.A  F.R.G.S.  Post  8vo.  with 
Illustrations,  12*.  6c/. 

Vancouver  Island  and  British 

Columbia  ; their  History,  Resources,  and 
Prospects.  By  Matthew  Macfik,  F.R.G.S. 
With  Maps  and  Illustrations.  8vo.  18s. 


History  of  Discovery  in  our 

Australasian  Colonics,  Australia,  Tasmania, 
and  New  Zealand,  from  the  Earliest  Date  to 
the  Present  Day.  By  William  Howitt. 
With  3 Maps  of  the  Recent  Explorations 
from  Official  Sources.  2 vols.  8vo.  28*. 

The  Capital  of  the  Tycoon ; a 

Narrative  of  a 3 Years'  Residence  in  Japan. 
By  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock,  K.C.B. 
2 vols.  8vo.  with  numerous  Illustrations,  42*. 

Last  Winter  in  Home.  By  C.  R. 

Weld.  With  Portrait  and  Engravings  on 
Wood.  Post  8vo.  14#. 

Autumn  Hambies  in  North 

Africa.  By  JonN  Ormsbt,  of  the  Middle 
Temple.  With  16  Illustrations.  Post  8vo. 
8#.  Gd. 

The  Dolomite  Mountains.  Excur- 
sions through  Tyrol,  Carinthia,Carniola,and 
Friuli  in  1861*  1862,  and  1863.  By  J. 
Gilbert  and  G.  C.  Churchill,  F.R.G.S. 
With  numerous  Illustrations.  Square  crown 
8 vo.  21#. 

A Summer  Tour  in  the  Grisons 

and  Italian  Valleys  of  the  Bernina.  By 
Mrs.  Henry  Fresh  field.  With  2 Coloured 
Maps  and  4 Views.  Post  8vo.  10#.  Gd. 

Alpine  By-ways  ; or.  Light  Leaves  gathered 
in  1859  and  1860.  By  the  same  Authoress. 
Post  8vo.  with  Illustrations,  10#.  Gd. 

A Lady’s  Tour  Round  Monte  Rosa; 

including  Visits  to  the  Italian  Valleys. 
With  Map  and  Illustrations.  Post  8vo.  14#. 

Guide  to  the  Pyrenees,  for  the  use 

of  Mountaineers.  By  Charles  Packs. 
With  Maps,  Ac.  and  Appendix.  Fcp.  6#. 

The  Alpine  Guide.  By  Jomc  Ball, 
M.R  I.  A.  late  President  of  the  Alpine  Club. 
Post  8vo.  with  Maps  and  other  Illustrations. 

Guide  to  the  Western  Alps,  including 
Mont  Blanc,  Monte  Rosa,  Zermatt,  &c. 
7#.  Gd. 

Guide  to  the  Oberlimd  and  all  Switzer- 
land, excepting  the  Neighbourhood  of 
Monte  Rosa  and  the  Great  St.  Bernard; 
with  Lombardy  and  the  adjoining  portion 
of  Tyrol.  7s.  Gd. 
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Christopher  Columbus  ; his  Life, 
Voyages  and  Discoveries.  Revised  Edition, 
with  4 Woodcuts  18mo.  2s  6 </. 

Captain  James  Cook;  his  Life, 
Voyages  and  Discoveries  Revised  Edition, 
with  numerous  Woodcuts  18mo.  2s.  6rf. 

Narratives  of  Shipwrecks  of  the 

Royal  Navy  between  1793  and  1857,  com- 
piled from  Official  Documents  in  the  Ad* 
miraltv  by  W.  O.  S.  Gili.y  ; with  a Preface 
by  W.  S.  Gilly,  D.D.  3rd  Edition,  fcp.  5s. 


A Week  at  the  Land’s  End. 

By  J.  T.  Buoiit  ; assisted  by  E.  H.  Hoots 
It.  Q.  Couch,  and  J.  Balks,  With  Map 
and  9G  Woodcuts.  Fcp.  6s.  6 J. 

Visits  to  Remarkable  Places  : 

Old  Halls,  Battle-Fields,  and  Scenes  illus- 
trative of  Striking  Passages  in  English 
History  and  Poetry.  By  Wiluax  liowrrr. 
2 vols.  square  crown  8vo.  with  Wood  En- 
gravings, 25s. 

The  Rural  Life  of  England. 

By  the  same  Author.  With  Woodcuts  by 
Bewick  and  Williams.  Medium  8vo.  12s.  Cd. 


Works  of  Fiction. 


Late  Laurels  : a Talc.  By  the  Author 
of  ‘ Wheat  and  Tares.*  2 vols.  post  8vo.  15*. 

A First  Friendship.  [Reprinted  from 
F rater  t Magazine.']  Crown  8vo.  7*.  C d. 

Atherstone  Priory.  By  L.  N.  Comtx. 

2 vols.  post  8vo.  21*. 


T he  Gladiators  : a Talc  of  Rome  and 
Judica.  By  G.  J.  Whyte  Melville. 
Crown  8 vo.  5*. 

Digby  Grand,  an  Autobiography.  By  the 
same  Author.  1 vol.  5*. 

Kate  Coventry,  an  Autobiography.  By  the 
same.  1 vol.  5*. 


Ellice  : a Tale.  By  the  same.  Poet  8vo.  C*.  6 </. 


Stories  and  Tales  by  the  Author 

of  4 Amy  Herbert,*  uniform  Edition,  each 
Talc  or  Story  complete  iu  a single  volume. 


A my'  Herbert,  2*.  Cd. 
(iKRTRUDR,  2*.  Gd, 
Earl’s  Daughter, 
2*.  6 d. 

Experience  of  Life, 
2*.  6 d. 

Cleyi:  Hall,  3*.  C d. 
Ivors,  3*.  6d 


Katharine  Ashton, 
3*.  6d. 

Margaret  Perci- 
val,  5*. 

Laneton  Parson- 
age, 4*.  6 d. 
Ursula,  4*.  Grf. 


A Glimpse  of  the  World.  By  the  Author 
of  4 Amy  Herbert.’  Fcp.  7*.  6 d. 


Essays  on  Fiction,  reprinted  chiefly 
from  Reviews,  with  Additions.  By  Nassau 
W.  Senior.  Post  8vo.  10*.  Gd. 


Elihu  Jan’s  Story ; or,  the  Private 
Life  of  an  Eastern  Queen.  By  Willi  am 
Knighton,  LL.D.  Assistant-Commissioner 
in  Oudb.  Post  8vo.  7*.  Gd. 


t 
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The  Six  Sisters  of  the  Valleys: 

an  Historical  Romance.  By  W.  Bramley*- 
Moork,  M.A  Incumbent  of  Gerrard’s  Cross, 
Bucks.  Third  Edition,  with  14  Illustrations. 
Crown  8vo.  5*. 


General  Bounce,  or  the  Lady  aud  the  Lo- 
custs. By  the  same.  1 Y*ol.  5*. 

Holmby  House,  a Talc  of  Old  Northampton- 
shire. 1 vol.  5*. 

Good  for  Nothing,  or  All  Down  Hill.  By 
the  same.  1 vol.  G*. 

The  Queen’s  Maries,  a Romance  of  Holy- 
rood.  1 vol.  6*. 

The  Interpreter,  a Tale  of  the  War.  By 
the  same.  1 vol.  5*. 

Tales  from  Greek  Mythology. 

By  (iuoniiE  W.  Cox,  M.A.  late  Scholar 
of  Trin.  Coll.  Oxon.  Second  Edition.  Square 
16mo-  3a.  G d. 

Tales  of  the  Qods  and  Heroes.  By  the 
same  Author.  Second  Edition.  Fcp.  5s. 

Tales  of  Thebes  and  Argos.  By  the  same 

Author.  Fcp.  4s.  6 d. 

The  Warden  : a Novel.  By  Akthoxt 
TnoLLorK,  Crown  8vo.  3s.  Gd. 

Barchester  Towers:  s Sequel  to  ‘Tho 
Warden.’  By  the  same  Author.  Crown 
8vo.  5». 
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Poetry  and 

Select  Works  of  the  British  Poets ; 

with  Biogfaphical  and  Critical  Prefaces  by 
Dr.  Aikin:  with  Supplement,  of  more 
recent  Selections,  by  Lucy  Aikin.  Medium 
8vo.  18*. 

Goethe’s  Second  Faust.  Translated 
by  John  Anstkr,  LL.D.  M.R.I.A.  Regius 
Professor  of  Civil  Law  in  the  University  of 
Dublin.  Post  8vo.  15#. 

Tasso’s  Jerusalem  Delivered, 

translated  into  English  Verse  by  Sir  J. 
Kingston  James,  Kt.  M.A.  2 vols.  fcp. 
with  Facsimile,  14s. 

3?oetical  Works  of  John  Edmund 

Keadc;  with  final  Revision  and  Additions. 
3 vols.  fcp.  18s.  or  each  vol.  separately,  Cs. 

Moore’s  Poetical  Works,  Cheapest 
Editions  complete  in  1 vol.  including  the 
Autobiographical  Prefaces  and  Author’s  last 
Notes,  which  are  still  copyright.  Crown 
8 vo.  ruby  type,  with  Portrait,  7s.  GiL  or 
People*#  Edition,  in  larger  type,  12s.  Gd. 

Moore’s  Poetical  Works,  as  above,  Library 
Edition,  medium  8vo.  with  Portrait  and 
Vignette,  14s.  or  in  10  vols.  fcp.  3s.  C d.  each 

Tenniel’s  Edition  of  Moore’s 

holla  Rookh , with  C8  Wood  Engravings 
from  Original  Drawings  and  other  Illustra- 
tions. Fcp.  4to.  21s. 

Moore’s  Lalla  Rookh.  32ino.  Plate,  Is. 
16mo.  Vignette,  2s.  6d. 


the  Drama. 

Maclise’s  Edition  of  Moore’s  Irish 

Mdodietj  with  161  Steel  Plates  from  Original 
Drawings.  Super-royal  8vo.  31a.  6d 

Moore’s  Irish  Melodies,  32tno.  Portrait, 
la.  IGmo.  Vignette,  2a.  6rf. 

\ Southey’s  Poetical  Works,  with 

the  Author’s  last  Corrections  and  copyright 
Additions.  Library  Edition,  in  1 vol. 
medium  8vo.  with  Portrait  snd  Vignette, 
11  s.  or  In  10  vols.  fcp.  3a.  6<I  each. 

Lays  of  Ancient  Rome ; with  Ivry 
and  the  Armuda.  By  the  Bight  Hon.  Lotto 
j Macaulay.  16mo.  4a.  Or/. 

Lord  Macaulay’s  Lays  of  / ncient 
Rome-  With  90  Illustrations  on  Wood, 
Original  and  from  (he  Antique,  from 
Drawings  by  G.  Sciiare.  Fcp.  4to.  21a. 

Poems.  By  Jeax  Ingelow.  Ninth  Edi- 
tion. Fcp.  8vo.  5a. 

Poetical  Works  of  Letitia  Eliza- 

beth Landon  (L.E.L.)  2 vols.  16mo.  10a. 

Playtime  with  the  Poets : a Selec- 
tion of  the  best  English  Poetry  for  the  use 
of  Children.  By'  a Lady.  Crown  8vo.  5a. 

Bowdler’s  Family  Shakspeare, 

cheaper  Genuine  Edition,  complete  in  1 vo). 
large  type,  with  36  Woodcut  Illustrations, 
price  14a.  or,  with  the  same  Illustrations, 
in  6 pocket  vols.  3a.  6 d.  each. 

Arundines  Cami,  sire  Mosnrnm  Cnn- 
tabrigiensium  Loans  Canorl.  Collcgit  atquc 
edidit  II.  Drury.  M.A.  Editio  Sextn,  cu- 
ravit  II.  J.  IIodgson,  SLA.  Crown  8vo. 
I 7a.  6 d. 


Rural  Sports , t|r. 


Encyclopaedia  of  Rural  Sports  ; 

a Complete  Account,  Historical,  Practical, 
and  Descriptive,  of  Hunting,  Shooting, 
Fishing,  Racing,  &c.  By  D.  P.  Blaine. 
With  above  COO  Woodcuts  (20  from  Designs 
by  John  Leech).  8vo.  42#. 

Notes  on  Rifle  Shooting.  By  Cnp- 
tain  Hkaton,  Adjutant  of  the  Third  Man- 
chester Rifle  Volunteer  Corps.  Fcp.  2a.  6 d. 


Col.  Hawker’s  Instructions  to 

Young  Sportsmen  in  all  that  relates  to  Guns 
and  Shooting.  Revised  by  the  Author’s  Son. 
Square  crown  8vo.  with  Illustrations,  18a. 

The  Dead  Shot, or  Sportsman’s  Complete 
Guide ; a Treatise  on  the  Use  of  the  Gun, 
Dog -breaking,  Pigeon-shooting,  &c.  By 
Marksman.  Fcp.  8vo.  with  Plates,  5a. 
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The  Fly -Fisher’s  Entomology. 

Ry  Alfred  Ronalds.  With  coloured 
Representations  of  the  Natural  and  Artifi- 
cial Insect.  6th  Edition;  with  26  coloured 
Plates.  8vo.  Ha 

Hand-book  of  Angling  : Teaching 
Fly-fishing,  Trolling,  Bottom*  fishing,  Sal- 
mon-fishing; with  the  Natural  History  of 
Rhrer  Fish,  and  the  best  modes  of  Catching 
them.  By  Epiiemeka.  Fcp.  Woodcuts,  5*. 

The  Cricket  Field  ; or,  the  History 
and  the  Science  of  the  Game  of  Cricket.  By 
Jam  eh  Py CROFT,  B.A.  Trin.  Coll.  Oxon. 
4th  Edition.  Fcp.  5s. 

The  Cricket  Tutor  ; a Treatise  exclusively 
Practical.  By  the  same.  18mo.  Is. 

Cricketana.  By  the  same  Author.  With  7 
Portraits  of  Cricketers.  Fcp.  os. 

The  Horse : with  a Treatise  on  Draught. 
By  William  Youatt.  New  Edition,  re- 
vised and  enlarged.  8vo.  with  numerous 
Woodcuts,  10s.  Gd. 

The  Dog.  By  the  same  Author.  8vo.  with 
numerous  Woodcuts,  G*. 


The  Horse’s  Foot,  and  how  to  keep 

it  Sound.  By  W.  Miles,  Esq.  9th  Edition, 
with  Illustrations.  Imp.  8vo.  12>.  6 d. 

A Plain  Treatise  on  Horse-shoeing.  By 
the  same  Author.  Post  8vo.  with  Illustra- 
tions, 2s.  6 d. 

Stables  and  Stable  Pittings.  By  the  same. 
Imp.  8vo.  with  13  Plates,  lo». 

Remarks  on  Horses’  Teeth,  addressed  to 
Purchasers.  By  the  same.  Post  8vo.  Is.  6 d. 

On  Drill  and  Manoeuvres  of 

Cavalry,  combined  with  Ilorse  Artillery. 
By  Major- Gen.  Michael  W.  Smith,  C.B. 
Commanding  the  Poonah  Division  of  the 
Bombay  Army.  8vo.  12s.  6 d. 

The  Dog  in  Health  and  Disease. 

By  Stonehenge.  With  70  Wood  En- 
gravings. Square  crown  Svo.  15s. 

The  Greyhound  in  1864.  By  the  same 
Author.  With  24  Portraits  of  Greyhounds. 
Square  crown  Svo.  21*. 

| 

The  Ox,  his  Diseases  and  their  Treat- 
ment ; with  an  Essay  on  Parturition  in  the 
Cow.  By  J.  R.  Dobson,  M.R.C.V.S.  Crown 
8vo.  with  Illustrations,  7«.  Gd. 


Commerce , Navigation,  and  Mercantile  Affairs. 


The  Law  of  Nations  Considered 

as  Independent  Political  Communities.  B}' 
Travers  Twiss,  D.C.L.  Regius  Professor 
of  Civil  Law  in  the  University  of  Oxford. 
2 vols.  8 vo.  30*.  or  separately,  Part  I.  Peace, 
. 12*.  Part  II.  War,  18*. 

A Nautical  Dictionary,  defining 

the  Technical  Language  relative  to  the 
Building  and  Equipment  of  Sailing  Vessel* 
and  Steamers,  &c.  By  Arthur  Young. 
Second  Edition ; with  Plates  and  150  Wood- 
cuts. 8vo.  18*. 


A Dictionary,  Practical,  Theo- 
retical, and  Historical,  of  Commerce  and 
Commercial  Navigation.  By  J.  R.  M*Cul- 
locii.  8vo.  with  Maps  and  Plans,  50i. 

The  Study  of  Steam  and  the 

Marine  Engine,  for  Young  Sea  Officers.  By 
S.  M.  Saxbt,  R.N.  Post  8vo.  with  87 
Diagrams,  5i.  Gd. 

A Manual  for  Naval  Cadets.  By 

J.  M’Nsil  Botd,  late  Captain  R.N.  Third 
Edition ; with  240  Woodcnts,aml  11  coloured 
Plates.  Post  8vo.  12*.  Gd. 


Works  of  Utility  and  General  Information. 


Modern  Cookery  for  Private  , 

Families,  reduced  to  a System  of  Easy 
Practice  in  a Series  of  carefully -tested 
Receipts.  By  Eliza  Acton.  Newly  re- 
vised and  enlarged;  with  8 Plates,  Figures, 
and  150  Woodcuts.  Fcp.  7*.  Gd. 


The  Handbook  of  Dining ; or,  Cor- 
pulency and  Leanness  scientifically  con- 
sidered. By  Brillat-Savarin,  Author  of 
* Physiologic  du  GofiL’  Translated  by 
L.  F.  Simpson.  Revised  .Edition,  with 
Additions.  Fcp.  8*.  Gd. 
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On  Food  and  its  Digestion  ; an 

Introduction  to  Dietetic*.  By  W.  Brinton, 
M.D.  Physician  to  St.  Thomas’*  Hospital, 
&c.  With  48  Woodcut*.  Post  8vo.  12*. 


Wine,  the  Vine,  and  the  Cellar. 
By  Thomas  G.  Shaw.  Second  Edition,  i 
revised  and  enlarged,  with  Frontispiece  and 
31  Illustration*  on  Wood.  8vo.  1G*. 


A Practical  Treatise  on  Brewing ; 

with  Formulae  for  Public  Brewers,  and  In- 
structions for  Private  Families.  By  W. 
Black.  8vo.  10s.  6d. 

Short  Whist.  By  Major  A.  The 

Sixteenth  Edition,  revised,  with  on  Essay 
on  the  Theory  of  the  Modern  Scientific 
Game  by  Prof.  P.  Fcp.  2 s.  6 d. 

Whist,  What  to  Lead.  By  Cam.  1 
Second  Edition.  32mo.  1*. 

Hints  on  Etiquette  and  the 

Usage*  of  Society;  with  a Glance  at  Bad 
Habits.  Revised,  with  Addition*,  by  a Lady  j 
of  Rank.  Fcp.  2*.  Gd. 

The  Cabinet  Lawyer ; a Popular 
Digest  of  the  Laws  of  England,  Civil  and 
Criminal.  20  th  Edition,  extended  by  the 
Author ; including  the  Acts  of  the  Sessions 
1863  and  1864.  Fcp.  10*.  6d. 


The  Philosophy  of  Health ; or,  an 

Exposition  of  the  Physiological  and  Sanitary 
Condition*  conducive  to  Human  Longevity 
and  Happiness.  By  Soutihvood  Smith, 
M.D.  Eleventh  Edition,  revised  and  en- 
larged; with  113  Woodcuts.  8vo.  10*. 

Hints  to  Mothers  on  the  Manage- 
ment of  their  Health  during  the  Period  of 
Preguancy  and  in  the  Lying-in  Room.  By 
T.  Bull,  M.D.  Fcp.  5s. 

Tho  Maternal  Management  of  Children 
in  Health  and  Disease.  By  the  same 
Author.  Fcp.  5s. 

Notes  on  Hospitals.  By  Florence 
Nightingale.  Third  Edition,  enlarged; 
with  13  Plans.  Post  4to.  18*. 

C.  M.  Willich’s  Popular  Tables 

for  Ascertaining  the  Value  of  Lifehold, 
Leasehold,  and  Church  Property,  Renewal 
Fines,  Ac.;  the  Public  Funds;  Annual 
Average  Price  and  Interest  on  Consols  from 
1731  to  18G1  ; Chemical,  Geographical, 
Astronomical,  Trigonometrical  Tables,  Ac. 
Post  8vo.  10*. 

Thomson’s  Tables  of  Interest, 

at  Three,  Four,  Four  and  a Half,  and  Five 
per  Cent  , from  One  Pound  to  Ten  Thousand 
and  from  1 to  365  Days.  12mo.  3*.  6 J. 

Maunder’s  Treasury  of  Know- 
ledge and  Library  of  Reference : comprising 
an  English  Dictionary  and  Grammar,  Uni- 
versal Gazetteer,  Classical  Dictionary,  Chro- 
nology, Law  Dictionary,  Synopsis  of  the 
Peerage,  useful  Tables,  A c.  Fcp.  10*. 


General  and 

An  Atlas  of  History  and  Goo- 

graphy,  representing  Use  Political  State  of 
the  World  at  successive  Epochs  from  the 
commencement  of  the  Christian  Era  to  the 
Present  Time,  in  a Series  of  10  coloured 
Maps.  By  J.  S.  Brkwbk,  M.A.  Third 
Edition,  revised,  Ac.  by  E.  C.  Bkkweij, 
LL-I).  Royal  8vo.  15*. 

Bishop  Butler’s  Atlas  of  Modern 

Geography,  in  a Series  of  33  full -coloured 
Maps  accompanied  by  a complete  Alpha- 
betical Index.  New  Edition,  corrected  and 
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